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PREFACE 


HE |[malneſs of this Treatiſe would 
hardly juſtifie the ſolemuity of a Pre-, 
face, but that it might be thought too 
great a rudeneſs to paſs without ſome 
| Ceremony upon 4 Book, which both the 
Merit and Charatter of the Author, and the Qua- 
lity of thoſe Approbations he has prefix*d to it , may 
Juſtly ſeem to have fenced from all vulgar attempts, as 
Sacred and inviolable. It may perhaps be ſome ſatis- 
fattian to the Reader too to know , how it is come to 
24/7 that a Meer Expoſition of the Do&trine of the 
hurch of Rome, pretending to cont ain nothing but 
what they have always profeſſed, and in their Council 
of Trent plainly declared to be their Dotrine ; ſhould 
nevertheleſs hawe become ſo confiderable, as not only to 
be pros by many Perſons of the greateſt Eminenc 
in that Church, but even to be recommended by the 
whole body of the Clergy of France in their Aſſembly 


1682 ; and mhereever it has wy done ſo many Mi- Method. 10. 


racles, as not only common report ſpeaks, but even the 


Advertiſement it ſelf prefixed to it, takes care to tell 
us that it has. | 
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The firſt deſign of Monſieur de Meaux's Book was 
either to ſatisfie or to ſeduce the late Mareſchal de 
Turenne., How far it contributed thereunto I am not 
able to ſay ; but am willing to believe that the change 
that honourable Perſon made of his Religion, was up- 
on ſome better grounds than the. bare Expolition of 
a few Articles of the Roman Faith, and that the 
Author ſupplied either in his perſonal Conferences with 
him, or by ſome other Papers to us unknown, what was 
oh to the firſt draught which we have ſeen of 
this. 

The Mannſcript Copy which then appeared, axd 
for about four Tears together paſſed up and down in 
private hands with great applauſe, wanted all thoſe 
Chapters of the Euchariſt, Tradition,. The Autho- 
rity of the Church and Pope , which now make up 
the moſt conſiderable part of it ; and in the other points 
which it handled, ſeemed ſo looſly and favourably to 
propoſe the Openions of theC arch of Rome, that not 
only many undcſizning Perſons of that Communion were 
offended at it, but the Proteſtants who ſaw it, general- 
ly believed that Monlieur de Meaux durſt not pub- 
lickly owa, what tz his Expoſition he privately pre- 
tended to be their Doftrine. 

And the Event ſhew'd that they were not altogether 
miſtaken.. For in the beginning of the Tear 1671 the 
Expolition being with great care, and after the conſi- 
eration of many years reduced into the form in which 
we now ſee it ; and to ſecure all, fortified with the 
Approbation of the Archbiſhop of Reims and nine other 
Biſhops, whoprofeſs that © Having examined it with 
*all the Care which the importance of the matter 
*required, they found it conformable to. the Do- 
*ctrine of the Church, and as ſuch recommended it 

"to 
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*to the People which God had committed to their 
*conduQt, it was ſent to the Preſs. The impreſſion being 


finiſh'd and juſt ready to come abroad; the Author, who 
deſired to appear with all the Advantage to himſelf and 


his Caufe that was poſſible, ſent it to ſome of the 


- Dodtors of the Sorbonne for their Approbation to be 

joyn'd to that of the Biſhops, that ſo no Awuthority, or- 
dinary or extraordinary, might be wanting to aſſert the 
Dottrine contained in it, to be ſs far from the ſuſpi- 
tion the Proteſtants had conceived of it, that it was 
truly* aud without diſguiſe Catholick, Apoſtolick , 
and Roman. 


But to the great ſurpriſe of Monſieur de Meaux, | 


and thoſe who had ſo much cry'd up his Treatiſe before, 
the Dottors of the Sorbonne ro whom it was con- 
wunicated, inſtead of the Approbation that was expetted, 
confirmed what the Proteſtants had ſaid of ut ; and, 
as became their faculty, marked ſeveral of the moſt con- 
fiderable parts of it, wherein the Expoſition by the too 
great aeſire of palliating, had abſolutely perverted the 
Dottrine of their Church. 

To prevent the apen Scandal which ſuch « Cenſure 
might have cauſed, with great Induſtry, and all the Se- 
crecy poſſible, the whole Edition was ſuppreſſed, and the 
ſeveral places which the DoQtors had marked changed ; 
and the Copy ſo ſpeedily ſent back tothe Preſs again, 
that inthe endof the ſame year another much altered 
was publickly expoſed, as the firſt Impreſſion that had 
at all been made of it. 

Tet this could not be ſo privately carry'd, but that 
it ſoom came to a publick knowledge, inſomnch that one 
of the firſt Anſwers that was made to it, charged Mon- 

ieur de Mcaux with thischenge. I do net hear that 


he has ever yet thought fit to deny the Relation, - 
Tr 
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ther in the Advertiſement prefixed to th: later Ear 
tions of his Book, wherein yet he replies ro ſome other 
paſſages of the ſame Treatiſe, or in any other Vindi- 
cation ; Whether it be that ſuch an imputation was not. 
conſiderable enough to be taken notice of, or that it was 
' Tt00 true tobe deny'd, let the Reader judge. But certainly 
it appears to us not only to give 4 clear. account of the 
Deſign and Genins of the whole Book ;, but to be a plain 
demonſtration , * how improbable ſoever Monſieur de 
Meaux would repreſent it, * That it is not impoſſible 
 Averriſemene © for a Biſhop of the Church of Rome, either not to.be 
5: © ſufficiently inſtrufted in his Religion to know 
© what is. the DoQtrine of it ; or not ſufficiently fin- 
© cere, as without diſguiſe to repreſent it. Ard fince « 
Copy of that very Book ſo-marked, as has beem ſaid, by 
 |Irhe Dottors of the Sorbonne is falles into my hands, 
*See the Cal-\T ſhallgratifie the * Readers curioſity with a particular 
von at the \7/7ew of forme of the Changes that = been made, that 
Preface, o he may judge whether of the Two were the Cauſe 
of thoſe great advances, which the Aathoy in | that firff 

Edition had thought fit to make towards us.  _ 
It might perhaps appear a very pardonable curioſi- 
ty in us, after the knowledge we have had of the 
firſt miſcarriage of this Book at the Sorbonne, 
to enquire how 'it comes t6 'paſs, that amiug ſo 
»ary other Approbations as have - with: great In- 
duſtry been procured to'the later” Editions of it, 'we 
do not yet /le any fubſcription of theirs to: it, ever 
now. Monſjeur de Meaux coald not certainly. be 3g- 
norant of what iveight the Cenſure of that Leerned 
Faculty is with ns, ayd that ſuch an Approbation 
might not only have been more eaſily obt ained,' but would. 
alſo more effectually have wiped away the blot caſt upon 
his Book by their former refuſal, than all the Letters 


and 
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aud Complements that could come from the other ſide 
the Mountains, and which France it ſelf hath taught 


us, in matters more conſiderable thay this, not to 


have 


too high a Value for: Nor can we ſuppoſe any thing 
elſe, Ss that th fear of a re Jett NY in 
kept it from being any more ſubmitted to their Cen- 
ſure; and that the Author would rather paſs without 
the Honoar of their Approbation, than run the ha- 


zard of a ſecond Refuſal. 


But for this, becauſe we cannot ſpeak axy thing cer- 
tain, we will not purſue our Conjettures, Certain it 
# that whatever the judgement of the Sorbonne woula 
now have been of it, many of the Church of Rome 
were ſtill diſſatisfied with it. * And how improbable 


ſoever Monſieur de Meaux would have us think 


what 


one of his Anſwerers affirms, that a Papiſt ſhould 
have written againſt him , Yet not only the confeſſed 
ſincerity of Monſieur Conrart who often declared that 
he had ſeen it, but the undoubted integrity of ſome others 


by whom I have been afſured that they had it, in 


their 


hands, obliges me to joyn in the aſſertion, that Mon- 
fieur M— , one of the Roman Communion had 
finiſÞ'd an Anſwer to it, before any of the Proteſtants 
were publiſhed however upon ſome cert ain Conſiderations 


it was thought fit to ſuppreſs it. 


It will perhaps be looked upon, that this confirma- 
tion of that Manuſcript Anſwer deſerves as little aſ- 
ſent, as Monſieur de Meaux has thought fit to give to 
Monſieur de la B---"s firſt Aſſertion of it. And there- 
fore to ſhew that it is not impoſſible, nor indeed very im- 
probable, that Papiſts ſhould write one againſt another ; 

and that the Method of the Expoſition, how plauſible 
ſoever to deceive Proteſtants, has nevertheleſs of- 


fenaed the fincere and Undeſigning of the other Commu- 
B 


107 ; 
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nion ;, I will beg leave to produce two or three undeny- 
able Witneſſes upon ſome of the firſt and che 
Points of it , and which though not written purpoſe- 
ly againſt it, yet I am perſwaded, Monſicur de Meaux 
ard will be ſo juſt as to confeſs, that he cannot 
be altogether unconcerned in them. 

For his firſt Point, The Invocation of Saints ; 
The great moacration of the Expolition tells ws on- 
ly, * That it is uſeful to pray to them, and that 
*we ought to do it in the ſame Spirit of Charity, 
* and in the ſame Order of Brotherly Society with 
* which we intreat our Friends on Earth to pray for 
© us: thatall the Prayers of the Church howlſoever 
* they may be worded, yer mult ſtill be underſtood to 
* be reduced.to this form, PRA Y FOR US, 

Now what Monfieur de Meaux here ſays in ge- 
neral concerninzs the Tnvocation of Saints, another 
Trait Printed about the ſame time at Cologne, and 


::;, intituled Salutary Advertiſements of the Bleſſed 
7 Virgin, to her indiſcreet Adorers ; Particularly ap- 


plied to that Service, which with ſo much ſuperſtiti- 
on is paid in the. Church of Rome to the Mother of 
Chriſt. 

Mon eur Widenſsit a Grrmen, Inendant of the. Aﬀairs of the Prince of S1y- 


7154p , afterwards Tranſlated into French, and now ſince the firſt Edition of this Expofi- 
tion” into Ergiin. ] 


The Book is every where full of Expreſſions of Ho- 
zour and Reſpect for her ; and only ſpeaks againſt 
that Worſhip which Monſieur de Meaux here de- 
clares in the name of the Council of Treat to be 
none of theirs. It was ſent abroad into the World 
with all the Advantage imaginable :- It had the. Ap- 
probation -of the Biſhop of Mylia, Suffragan to the 
Archbiſbop of Cologne ; of the Vicar General' of 


the 
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the place ;, of the Cenſure of Gant; of the Canons 
and  Divines of Malines ; of the Univerſity of Lou- 
vain ; and Laſtly of Monſiewr the Biſhop of Tour- 
nay, who recommended it as a Treatiſe * full of 10- 
© lid Piety, and very fit and neceſſary to draw Peo- 
© ple out of thoſe Errours and Abuſes into which their 
© Superſtition had led chem. 

Yet notwithſtanding all this Applauſe, if we en- 
quire what ſucceſs this Book had with others, Father 
Craſlet the Jeſuit, who wrote purpoſely *7 it, 


* his Book Printed at Paris 1679. Licenſed by the *SecehisBook 
Provincial , approved by the three Fathers of the $9- ruled Ex 
ciety appointed to examine it, and Laſtly, authorized tion enuers 1: 
by the King s Permiſſion, tells us, + * That for fear _ 
*of giving Scandal to Hereticks, he had given a, ,, -. 


*very great oneto ( thoſe he calls) Catholicks : 
* That the Learned Men of all Nations had writ- 
* ten againſt him; _ that the Holy Sce had con- 
*dema'd him ; Spariz had baniſh'd him out of its 
© Dominions, and forbid to Read or Print his Book, 
© as containing Propoſitions ſuſpefted of Errour 
*and Impiety, that abuſed the Holy Scripture , 
*and im upon Catholicks, by taking them off 
*from the Picty and Devotion due to the Mother of 
*God; In a word, from the general Invocation of 
* Saints and Worſhip of Images. | 

I ſhall not need to ſay how far the Fathers Zeal 
carries him in the Anſwer it ſelf: It is evidewt 
that what Menlieur de Meaux tells w, is only Uſe- 


ful, che Jeſuit declares to be © abſolutely Neceſfſa- pag. 31. & 


*ry : That we are indiſpenſably obliged to pray to 
hag That it is the intention of God, that we 
* ſhould obtain both Grace and Glory by her ; 
©That all Men ſhould be ſaved by the Merits 
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* of the Son, and the Interceſſion of the Mother, 
* and thar foralmuch therefore as God has reſolved 
* not to give any Grace but what paſſes through the 
* Hands of Aary ; as we cannot be faved withour 
* Grace, lo it muſt be conteſled that we cannot be 
* laved without her. This #s I preſume ſomewhat more 
than what Monlicur de Meaux exponnas tous; and f 
{hall leave it to any one to judge whether this Father 
ard his Approvers who have ſhew'd themſelves ſo zeal- 
v5 epainſt the Author of the Bleiled V irgins Salutary 
Advertiſements, could have been very well pleaſed with 
Monlicur de Meaux's Expolition. 

The next Point which the Expoſition advances, is 
concernins The Worſhip of Images, Monlieur de 
Meaux in the Edition ſuppreſſed, affirmed, * That the 
* Church of Rowe docs not ſo much honour the 
© Image of the Apoltle or Martyr, as the Apoſtle or 
* Martyr in preſence of the Image. And though the 
© Cenſure paſſed upon this new fancy, obliged him to ſpeak 
* a little more plainly, yet is it only thus, even now, That 
* when the Church pays an Honour to the Image. of 
*an Apoſtle or Martyr, her intention is not ſo much 
*to honour the Image, as to hongur the Apoſtle or 
© Martyr in preſence ot the Image. 

Concerning which the Reader may pleaſe 16 ob- 
[crve, that Cardinal Capilucchi ove of the Approvers 
of Monſieur de Meaux's Expolition, has /ately ſet 
forth a Volume of Controverſies at Rome, with all. 
the moſt fo.emn Permiſſions and Approbations that can 
be deſired, in which he. formally comradifs the Do- 
drine of the ſame Expolition in this Point ; and 
concludes, * That the Church in the Councils of 


* Vice and Treat forbids only ſuch a Divine Ho- 


*nour ro Images as 'is Idolatrous, 7z. e. ſays he , 
* which 
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© which is paid to Images in and for themſelves ; 
* and by which the Image is worſhipped, as if fome 
© God or Divinity were contained in 1t. But for that 
* Divine Worſhip which 1s paid ro the Images of the 
* Holy Trinity, of our Saviour Chriſt and the Holy 
* Croſs, upon the account of the things repreſented 
* by them, and as they are in that reſpect one and 
* the ſame with the thing which they repreſcnr, and 
© aſcribes not any Divinity to the Images, there ne- 
© ver was, nor can be any diſpute of it. 

Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to confider whether 
this be not ſufficiently contrary tothe Doftrine Expcund- 
ed by Him; and how we are to reconcile the Contro- 
werſies of the Cardinal- Capilucchi, with the Letter 
ana Approbation of the * Maiter of the Sacred Palace. 
Iz. che meantime I will beg leave to add one inſtance 
more, that is nigher home, and I think ſtill at this time 
depending ; and whi:h the particular imereff Monheur 
de Meaux has, more; ways than ove, had in it \ will Iſup* 
poſe undoubtedly ſatisfie him, that. notwithſtanding the 
Aſſembly of the Clergy have recommended [o' much 
both his Book and his Method, all nevertheleſs at this 
day are not wery well ſatisfied, even in France it [elf, 
either with the.one or other. 

* Monheur + Imbert Prieſ# and Door of Divimty 
© in the Province of Bourdeaux was xot long ſince accus'd, 
* that upon Good Fryday' before he proceeded to the 
* ſolemn ſervice of that day, which conſiſts chiefly in the 
* Adoration of the Crols ; He turned to the People, 
* 21d taking occaſion from the raſhneſs of ſome of the Fa- 
* thers of the Mifſhon whom he had with grief heard 
© 24intain, That the Croſs: was to be adored after 
*the very ſame manner as Jelus Chriſt in the Sa- 
*crament of the Euchariſt ; profeſsd to them that 

c }, 
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© he could not enter on the ſervice of that day with- 
© out declaring truly to them what the real Doctrine 
* of the Church as to this point was. That the 
* Church deſigned not that we thould adore the Croſs 
* which we lee, but that we ſhould adore Jeſus Chriſt 
* whom we: do not ſee. That there was a great 
* difference between the Croſs axd the Holy Sacra- 
* ment; That in this our Saviour Chriſt was really pre- 
© ſent, whereas that was only a ſimple figure or repreſen- 
© tation of him. 

© This was his Accuſation, and he confeſſed that his 
© Opinion was, That the Churchadored not the Cros, 
© and that the contrary Opinion was not only talle 
* but Idolatrouss That not only the Proteftants 
© made their advantage of thoſe who maintain'd 
*ſuch Errours, but that he himſelf was ſcandali- 
*zed to converſe every day with the Miſſionaries 
© avid others, whom he had openly heard preach a hun- 
© dred times, * That we ought to adore the. Croſs 
* with Jeſus Chriſt, as the Humane nature of our 
* Saviour with the Divine. | 

© Being accuſed for this, he defended himſelf with 
© all the ſtrength of Argument that he was able ; yet 
* being ſtill accounted a Heretick for it, he finally als 
© ledged in his defence, © That the Expoſition of Moz- 
© ienr de Meanx defended the very ſame ; that he went 
© upon his principles, whoſe Book was approved by 
* the Pope and ſeveral Cardinals in 1zaly, by the 
© Biſhops and Clergy of Fraxce, and others of the 
« oreateſt notein the Church of Rome. 

* Nevertheleſs he was ſuſpended in a manner grie- 
© vous and extraordinary : He wrote to Monſieur de 
© Meaux himſelf about it who preſently ſent to the Arch- 
* biſhop of Bourdeaux in his behalf: He addreſſed = 
c p if 
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©ſelf beſides to many other the moſt conſiderable Perſons 
© of the Kingdom; to Monſieur the Chancellour ;, to 
©Monſieur de Chatteau-neuf ; to the Intendant of the 
* Province, only that he might have juſtice in a cauſe , 
© which according to Monſieur de Meaux's principles, 
© was certainly very favourable; But I do not hear 
that he has yet had any other Effett of all his ſupplicati- 
ons, and the intereſt of thoſe Honourable perſons 
in his behalf, than that they ſtill draw more and ſeverer 
menaces fromhis Judges, and threats either of perpe- 
tual Impriſoument, or even death it ſelf for his 
Offence. . 

After this clear convittion I may reaſonably hope- 
it will appear no improbable matter to Monſieur de 
Meaux himſelf, either that one Papif ſhould have 
written againſt his Book, or that many others ſhould 
have expreſſed themſelves tobe of a mind very different 
from the principles and opinions of it. Had it pleaſed 
him to have gratified the World with the fight of Car- 
dinal Buillon's a»a Monſieur I Abbe de Dangeau's 
Letters to Cardinal Bona and Cardinal Chigi, as well 
as of their anſwers to them, they would perhaps have 
ſbewn, that not only the Proteſtants pretended ſuch 
oppoſutions of his own party to his Book, but that 
Monſieur de Mcaux himſelf was not altogether unſen(i- 
ble of it. 

KA ſooner was the firſt Impreſſion of the Expoſiti- 
on which was permitted to paſs abroad, finiſh'd, but 
preſently a Copy was diſpatch'd ts Rome, with Letters 
and commendations to prepare the way-for its reception 


in that Court ; and provide againſt-thoſe faults which |, <rrinal 
[ome it ſeems acculed it of, if the Contradittors which y. x. n; accen- 


lo Accuſano de qualrhe mancamento, And a litrle after, Nr »i maratiglio che gli habbino 
crevato a dirt, prrche tutte le Opere grande, 6 che SormontanoPOrdinario ſempre hawio Con- 
!radittori--—-Anſwer to Cardinal Buillon: 


oppoſed 
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oppoſed it at home, ſhould think fit to purſue it thithey. 

It is not to be ſuppoſed that either the dignity of 

the Cardinal who ſent the Book, or of him to whom it 

was addreſs d, wonld have permitted them in ſuch a man- 

ner to take notice of the faults aud the ContradiCtors 

which their Letters ſpeak of, had they not been both 

things, and Perſons worthy their conſideration. But 

much leſs would Monſieur PAbbe de Dangeau hawe 

See the An- wſed his intereſt with Cardinal Chigi to gain the 

er io: favour of the Maſter of the Sacred Palace, and of 

4gi to : Jeng" 

Monſe»r *4b- the Congregation gel Indice, if any one had or ſhould 

vede Dong75 (peak againlt it, had there been no cauſe to apprehend 
ie Murfro that any one would attempt either. 


a! = Palar7o, * . ' 
& al Secyetario della congregation? delÞ Indice, e comobli Veramente che non 44 era ſtato chi 


hz-:ſſe 4 queſti padri parlato un disfavore del medefome. "| 


What other particular perſons were employ'd upon the 
like Offices, is a ſecret too cloſe for us to be able to pene- 
trate. Only the Advertiſement it ſelf gives us cauſe 

ee Advertie- 79 believe that great intereſt was made evenby the French 
ment, © Ambaſſador himſelf to his Holineſs about it ; and that 
' the few Letters we ſee ſet out with ſo much Induſt 
| both in the Originals and their Tranſlation , and x4 
long Hiſtory of them in the Advertiſement, were the 
effetts of a lakour and intereſt, great as the long 
term of eight years that were ſpent in the procuring of 

them. | 

The ſecond Anſwer of Monſieur de la B-- ro Mon- 
ſicur de Meaux has ſo fully examined every one of theſe 
Approbations, and ſo plainly ſhew'd how ſmall account 
is to be made of them, that we do not find that in 
four years that it has been publiſh d,any one has undertaken 
toreply tort. Tmill therefore only add in general a re- 
mark or two that may ſerve to inform thoſe of our own 
Country who are unacquainted with ſuch intrigues, what 

the 
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the Method of the Approbations of the Church of 
Rome is, and how little ſtreſs is to be laid upon 
them. 

It is « long time ſince it has been reſolved by 
many of their Caſuiſts, that it is lawful to diſguiſe the 
ſentiments of their Religion, not only in private Con- 
ferences, but in the very Pulpit it ſelf, when there is « 
[ufficient reaſon for the doing of it. But I cannot tell 


Xt 


whether it be yet ſc grnwma'y kzown that it is lawful for 


them to ſet their hands to, and approve thoſe Books 
whoſe Principles and Do#rine they diſlike , by an Art 
peculiar to themſelves, and which Proteſtants, who are 
uſed to fincere dealing, will find it a little difficult to 
believe. 

The inſtance of Cardinal Capiſucchi before men- 
tioned is an undeniable proof of this for Italy ; Who 
about the ſame time that he ſent his Letter and Ap- 
probation to Monſieurde Meaux of his Expoſition,wrote, 
as we have ſeen, direttly contrary to the Dottrine of it, 
and had his Book epproved with no leſs ſolemnity «t 
Rome, than Monſieur de Meaux can pretend his to 
have been. And for France, a Perſon very juſtly eſteemed 
both for his great Quality and his own worth, Monſieur 
the Procureur General of the Parliament of Paris, 
having clearly revealed the myſtery of it, I ſhall beg 
leave to repreſent it to the World, under the advantage 
of ſo great and unqueſtionable an Authority. 

Father Thomaſhn about twenty years ſince printed 
a _ which he _ Notz ' Concilia ; the de- 

hon whereof was to ſet the Authority of the 
=. above all Councils , hich he renders S 4 mans 
mer uſeleſs to the deciſion of Eccleſiaftical matters. 
The Copies of this Book were all ſcizzd, and lock d 
ap in « Chamber of the — Oratorians «t Paris. 


Ter 


_— ——_ —_— 


——— 
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Ten or Twelve years after, with ſome changes to fill up 
the Leaves that had Fu cenſured, and £ Dn 
of the DoQtors of the Sorbonne, he again attempted 
to have it publiſþd. But Monſieur the Procurer Ge- 
neral oppoſed it, aud told him that but in conſideration 
of Father Harlay, his near Relation, who interpoſed 
for him, he would have had his Book burnt by the hand 
of the common Hangman. 

The Father juſtified himſelf that his Book con- 
tained xo other Principles than what were found in 
Cardinal Bellarmine's Controverſies which had been 
printed with authority, and were permitted to be 
every day publickly fold in France. The Procurear 
General replyed, © That they ſuttered in France, that- 
© an 1:alian ſhould write according to the Principles 
of his Country,, and that this ought not. to hinder 
*but that a Book, otherwiſe good, might be pub- 
© lickly printed and fold with priviledge ; but that 
© for a Frenchman to do the ſarme, was another mat- 
ter, and would have different conſequences : and 
© that in fhort, The Italians. uſed the fame method 
towards them. 

And. indeed the late change of the Jeſuits in their 
Approbations plainly ſhews, that it is permitted to thoſe 


/ of the Church of Rome to write and approve not ſo 


much according totheir own Opinions;as to the Prin- 
ciples.and Gertus of the Country in which they live. 
For which reaſon the Fathers of the Society do no longer 
now, as formerly they were wont, take out their Licence 
from the General of their Order, . but from their re- 
ſpective Provincials ;nwho accommodate themſelves tothe 
current Do'rine of the place in which the Bogk is pub- 
liſh'd ; without which #t woa!d be almoſt impoſſible for 
them. to write in France, but they ſhould be ſubjett to the 
fanger of a cenſure at Rome. After 
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' After this general account of the Nature of the Ap- 
probations of the Church of Rome, TI ſhall ſpare 
both my ſelf and Readey the trouble of examining the 
ſeveral Letters before the Expoſition , though other- 
wiſe they lie open to many exceptions ; only concern- 
ing his Holineſs” Brief , which Monſieur de Meaux 
fo much trinniphs in, it may not be amiſs toobſerve, 
that the laft "Pope, in mwhaſe time the Expoſition 
came firft to Rome with great Recommenaation, yet 
never gave any Approbation to it; axd that the _ 
preſent Pape did it © upon occaſion of + a ſub-},Z 4, 
© miſſfive Letter of the Authors to him, and after a:»: un es 
* the reports that he had heard of the great * Con» 2/9" r4pe# 
© verſions that were every where made by it, zo te Fey 
which ſuch an Approbation mould be likely to add a new inns au Pape 
force. So plain is the intrigue and deſion of this, {7 2 x” 
that were the Popes Briefs otherwiſe of as great cons 1678. dont i! 
fderation, as the Papiſts themſelves ſhew them to be \,." ou 
of little value, yet this could not be. rezarded by us, aſc Sainte 
4s any other thin a meer Artifice to deceive us, not a © 47% 
ſincere, wch /e/s authoritative Approbation either and inthe. 
of the Nature or Principles of Monſieur de Meaux's Brit ic 


Book. onem interim 
atque Obſer- 


vantiam quam trga fanttam hawc ſedem niſqut ipſos qui in ei Catholice Eccleſie immwits 
prefidenus tue ad Nos Litere lucultiter declaranit , mytue charitatis, affefiu complefi- 
ww.) * The Biſhopof Strasbirgh having accounted to his Holineſs his deſign of Tran- 
ſating the Expoſition into the German Language, Ss Saintete lis fit dire quit 
= oy ce livre, & quon luy raporioit detous coftes, qiil faiſoit beaucoup de Corverſans. 


| But what ever the Opinion either of the Pope or 
Papiſts has been of this Expoſition, certain it is 
the Proteſlants have openly enough declared their 


thoughts concerning it ; and _ Expoſition according 
2 to 


KV1 


Card. Bona's 
Lerrer, 
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to the fate of all other great and extraordinary things» 
has found enough on this ſide to oppoſe it. 

It was but a wery little time after the firſt Edi- 
tion of it, that Monſieur Noguier and another Au- 
thor well known, yet whoſe name- 1 ſpare , becanſe he 
has not thought fit himſelf to diſcover it, wrote againſt 
it; and with ſo much ſucceſs, that the Papiſts them- 
ſelves confeſt, © That it was. an ill-Cauſe defended 
extremely well. | | 

ary ar de Turenne »ot long before that laſt 
Campagne in which he loſt. his Life, made great boaſts 
of a Reply that was ſpeedily to. be publiſh'd to them ; 
tut after the long expettation of above eight Tears , 
only an Advertiſement was prefix'd to-« new Edition 
of the Book, which neither touches at all. the greateſs 
part of the Exceptions that had been made againſt it, 
nor gives any ſatisfattion to thoſe it do's take notice 
of 
It has been. the conſtant method: of Monſieur de 
Meaux, having ome written, to. leave his Tratts to 
the World, and take no care to defend them. againſt 
thoſe aſſaults, that ſeem with ſucceſs enough to have 
been ſometimes made upon them. We ſhould think the 
great Employments , in which he has had the Honour 
to be engaged, might have been the cauſe of this, did 
not he who takes no care to defend his old Books, 
find ſtill time enough to write new. Perhaps he looks 
npon his pieces to be of a Spirit and Force ſufficient ta 
deſpiſe whatever attempts can be made upon them ; but 
ſure he cannot be ignorant,that Proteflants make another 
and far different Concluſion, and look upon thoſe O- 
pinions to be certainly indefenſible, which ſo able and 
eminentan Author is content ſo openly, and, if I may 
he permitted to add it, ſo ſhamefully to forſake.. 
What 
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What other Anſwers beſides thoſe 1 havi now men- 
tioned have been made to it , I canndt undertake to 
ſay ; Two others only that I know of have been pub- 
liſh'd ; the Author of the latter of which Monſicur de 
Brueys having in a very little time after his writing 
left his Religion, might have made a new inſtance of 
Monſteur de Meaux's Congueſts, did not his inabili- 
ty to anſwer his own arguments againſt the Expoſition, 
give us cauſe tobelieve, that ſome other Motives than 
thoſe of that Book induced him ſo lightly to forſake 
a _— which he had ſo ſoundly and generouſly de- 


enaed. 
And now after ſo many Anſwers yet unreplied to, 
if any one deſires to know what the deſign of the pre- 
ſent undertaking is, they may pleaſe to underſtand, 
that having by a long Converſe among the Pa- 
pifts of our own and others Countries perceived that 
either by the ignoramce or malice off their Inſtrudtors, 
they have generally very falſe and imperfett Notions 
of our Opinions in the matters is Controverſie between 
#5, '1 have ſuffered my ſelf to be. perſwaded to purſue 
the Method of Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſition as to 
the Doctrine of the Church of England ; and op- 
poſe. ſincerely to what he. pretends is the Opinion of the 
Roman Church, that form of Faith that is openly 
profeſs'd and taught without any diſguiſe or difli- 
mulation among, us. | | 
I was not unwilling to take the Method of Monſieur 
de Meaux for my diredtion, as well upon the account of 
the great Reputation both of the Book and of the Author, 
4s ay it is now ſome years that it has paſs'd 
in our Language without any anſwer that I know of 


made to it. Beſides, that the late new Impreſſion _ 
0 
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of it, with all the advantages of the Advertiſement 
and Approbations, which the later French Editions 
have added to it, ſeemed naturally to require ſome ſuch 
Conſideration. 

Ido not pretend by any thing of this to treat 
Monſieur de Meaux as an Enemy, but rather as 
both his great Learning , and that Charatter which 
I have ever learnt very highly to reverence, oblige 
me, to follow him as my Guide. To render an 
account to him and to the World what our differen- 
ces are, and point ont in paſſing ſome of thoſe 
reaſons that are the moſt uſually given amongſt us , 
+ we cannot totally aſſent to what he pro- 

OJ ES. 

: I am perſwaded the whole is done with that Cha- 
rity a#d Moderation, that there is nothing in it that 
can juſtly offend the moſt zealous Enemy of our Church. 
If I. knew "4 any thing in it that without diſſem- 
bling the Truth might have been omitted, T ſincerely 
profeſs I would moſt willingly have done it, being de- 
ſfirous to pleaſe all, that /o if it be the will of God, 
I may by any means gain ſome. 

For this cauſe chiefly have 1 forborn to ſet my name 
to it, leſt perhaps any prejudice againſt my Perſon 
might chance to injure the Excellence of the Cauſe which 
1 maintain. | 

This of at leaſt , if no other, 1 would willingly 
hope ſuch a Treatiſe may bave upon thoſe of our Coun- 
try that have been taught to believe wery different- 
ly concerning us ; That they wonld pleaſe no longer 
to form ſuch horrible Ideas of our Profeſſion as they 
have heretofrre been wont to do; at leaft till it can be 
ſhewn that T have either palliated or prevaricated the 
rine 
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DoQrine of the Church of England in this Expo- 
ſition. Which IT am yet ſo = I have not done, 
that I here intirely ſubmit both my ſelf and it to 


her Cenſure; of whoſe Communion 1 eſteem it my 
greateft Happineſs that I am, and for whoſe Preſer- 
vation and Enlargement 1 ſhall never ceaſe, as I ought, 
to pray.. 


4 
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A Colkeion of ſome of thoſe Paſſages 
© that "were correfted in the firſt Edition . of the 
E XPOSITION. /uppreſſed by Monſieur 
de Meaux : Towhich1s added, the Cenſure of 
the Faculty of Louvain, upon. ſome. part of the 
Doftrme fill remaming in tt. 


y” 
| Onſicur de Meanx in the very beginning of his 
M's: ſpeaking of the Nether had thele 
Words: | 


I. Edt. 


- < So that it ſeems then to be very proper to pro- 
&« poſe tothema ( the Proteſtants) the Doftrine 
<« of the Catholick Church, ſeparating thoſe 
&« Queſtions which the Church has decided, © from 
« rhoſe which. do not belong to Faith.. p. 1. 


It is evident, the meaning of Monſieur de Meanx 
in that paſſage muſt have been this ; That mwhat- 
ſoever was .either. not . at all,contained in his Expo- 
ſition, or was otherwiſe maintain'd by any: particu- 
lar Authors, beyond the. Expoſition he gives us of 
thoſe Points whichare here mentioned, was not to 
be look'd npon by us, as any of the Church's Deciſion, 
nor neceſſary to be received by us as matter of Faith. 

1 ſhall. nor need. to fay.how many Dottrines and 
Deciſions, not only of private; Writers, but of the ve- 
ry Council of Trex it ſelf, 'this would have at once 


cutoff, It would Ds been one of the = 
e 
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eft Advances towards an Union, that ever the Church 
of Rome ur _— But it ſeems. whatever Monſieur 
de Meaux luppy os waaehoug Shri evigt, 


deſcenſion by others : : agdh e:was. th obliged 
without ch any thing in k,. to give us. 


uite other accountiof OE es of .it.. 
Later Editions. 


« So that it ſeems then we can do nothing bet- 
© ter, than. ſimply to propoſe to them ( the 


6c Proteſtants) the ga we the Catholick 
ec © Church 


i Show am- thoſe 
TS GaEE, dels. ren to 


hers rpole. 

iLT.. 

r Edit. p. A 8. "ly _ Clu teaches, 
” 1 AI F t. $0 termi- 


Ty 


PE d... Sothat 
* Uber") Fr apa W 5 wet gives. to the 


« Bleſſed Virgin ZR to the Saints is religious, 
« only becaule it gives them that Honour with. 
. *relationto God, ane for love of. him. 


| "«$0 that then, fÞ.fan \one +0-be from 
« Hlarming, thg n, Gha we give to the 
2 Ted Adverſaries do, becauſe. it is 


ws MT apes ws * caighr to be 


There can be rorking DS lain than that Mon- 
fiear de. Meaux's Opinion, when he wrote this, was, 
1 hat the Honour which the Church of Rome pays to 
the Bleſſed Virgin and Saints departed is. a Religi- 


OHS 


altered by Monfiew de Mx a u x, 


ess Honour; nay would deſerve 70 be blamed if «t were 
not Religions. | 


This was by others thought a little too ingenu- 


ous, and what would give to Ps rk: an adyantage 
to our objeftions againſt ir Dre Ipſtead 
of that free and honeſt Confellioh, That 

of Rome gives religions Honour to the Bleſſed Virgin 
and Saints departed, he now puts 2 doubt that 1n- 


ſiovatesthe dire&t contrary, | ds oP 
* 'The' _— wy al re- 
© ligious Forth? qe: .in God 
© 25 its nectfiary, IEG: & which 
ſhe rendereth Os hy Bleſſed Virgin and to 


< the Saints, may , i» ſome Teaſe h be called 
" —_— it is for its —— —_ to 


*%s Y - #\ * + 
Ms! 3; 8 W @& | a. Y 


So that Onſen then heti "the 6 they's ive their 
Saints in r ae rep: nf &, __ . 
bur 'E tis notdar we ff wits. 


: ol 


PN+z als 


4 . wn, 2 HE 
#4 rxadil S409 Yi 2/!{{$330 


+ Deilh Þme-years fince wrote'a ' Volume 
of os Tradition of the Primitive Church, concerning 


the Object of "Religions Worſbip ;+n in which. he Carts 
ſhews us car the reap zoo eromgy al-on 
Invecetion of Stints, 't roljes, 
and Retiques ; of wy Sbratibe) ins ler '&c. Mon- 


de Meanx 'inhis firſt Expnſitien granted the 
nk in theſe words ſince Li 


« For Monſieur Daill, ſays he, he thinks fir to 
« confine himſelf to the firlt three Centuries, in 


D 2 & which 
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A'Collettion of Paſſages 
* which ## #5 cert4i» that the Church more ex- 
« erciſed in ſuffering than in writing, has left 
= things to be cleared afterwards oth in its" 
Eg Datrine nd i in its Practice. 1 Fig, Pe Ln 


Nay as. beingevident; notwichſiainlints thif new 
thought,; that thr Jufferingi of rhe firft zoo years have 
not. hindred; ;but-that we have very large accounts of 
its Daring and Praftice fromthe Mritings of 'thoſe 
Fathers; who,lived in them ;* To confeſs thari? 3s cer- 
tains} that the;T\radyion of. the Church of! Rome fails 
in many things both in Doitrine and Prattice for the 
firſt 3oo years, is doubtleſs as fair a yielding up the 
Cauſe, as. to.the matter .of- 'Fradttion; as 'we could 
deſire; andtherefore, howev erkriownby Monſic zehr de 
Meanxto. beavaft certainly trac; wasryet thought too 
much by.othersto be.confeſſed to the-Workd, by a per- 
ſon of. {o. great Lcaraing.and- Rebonss © in their 


Church. 
IV; 


As to the "point 6f the  eacebian of Saints, Man: 
fieur de Meas ſtill ſhews. bg that he knows not what 
account ro give of che gi rounds of i I7 He propoſes ſeve- 
ral ways how cheSaing may po Mbly know ou Pray- 
ers, but Ganor wp elf by, wh eb 35 they do-{d.. 

"But in the firſt Bd tion: ethew'd: Ro. doubt : 
Not only whith way the Sa; i hear - them. but whether 
they hear them at all or no : NG only, whether they 
Joyn with them in their Prayeys, as they defire them to 
ao, but whether. it, is not Tagher Jome - other:me ans, 
yet moreunkiown to hem, of by the f Ho intoredſos 
that they receive the DE them... 


*« The Clurch, ſays he, contents her ſelf to 
* reach with all Antiquity, theſe prayers to 
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* be very profitable to ſuch who make them; 
« Whether it -be the Saints know them” by the 
« Miniſtry and'Cortmugication of Angels, who 
< according tothe Teſtimony of Scripture know 
* what paſſes amongſt us ; being cſtabliſhed by 
<* Gods orderasadminiſtting Sputtst6 eb-opetate 
« with-us in the work of. opr falvation Y' H/he- 
© 7hey it br that God makes known to-rhetniour 
< deſires by a particular revelation: Or!whether 
© it be that he diſcovers the ſeeret:to them in 
&* his Divine Eſſence itt which-all rvach 35/7 com- 
6 priz'd | 4G SW nl 6s aid togluns VAR 
1414 £ ib e& et IGUON © oe. ay OUT 2: 
« And that inthe: manyer, attd" acording to' the 
* meaſure which he 'pleaſes; or ' whether laſtly 
'*-by. /ome othex way Yer» 1wove mipenttrable" and 
& more: unknown he cinfts wy th: rreeiue the” Prevt 
4 of thoſe Prager i ahich we dareſv19 thoſe bleſſed. 
* Souls. 1 Ed.P. 23. Rt 
S 


whether they joy? wi) dis our requeſts gr no according 
? 74 LT fl Ps. v9 957 \f $371 9 

to Monſieur de Meauis's Exp, rin rChurch knows 

not ; which is fate 4 ſufficient Prej & againſt ther 

Invocation ; and was, it ſeenis, thought lo by: thoſe 

who theretore cauſed all rite latter pars of this para- 

graph.to be ftruck'dut; or tear of: the advantage we. 

-might reaſdnably make of it” OS 

= —_ ; © IRS TECEC: 

Bur if Mouſiehd. de Meanx 


So that in effect, whether the, Saints hear,us or 70, 


Means in ths Buſt Expoſition 
freely. confeiPd how ; uncertain 7hg. grewnds. of: this 
Invocation were, he'no les reely left it to our choice 
whether we would praQGtiſe it or .not; - He aſſured 
us there was no manner of obligation at all upon us ſo to 
AO + 
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ao : And that the Church would not condewn us if we 
aid it not, provided we refuſed it nat out wg contempt, 


Or with 4 $pirir of deenfion nd Rewoie, 


« Furthermore , ſays he, there is nothing {o 
17 unjuſt a $0 a6cuſe:. che Gluck of, 6 pipcing all 
2G "1b piety intel devigns to cha Sn $ )lince 


*08 thepattray {he lays 0 oblogation at all 
« on particular perſons ts joyn in this DPreftrce. 


51G 4Bys ———_—_— _— the Church 


© condemns only thoſe who refuſe it out of con- 
d.. * 160 wud , a Spirit ener oy revolt. 
P- 33-34 74 7.0 


Thats; was: Ponficw derMeany's firit fition of th 
Dottrine of the Corholich (i hureb. wi pour _ 
ſuch as his Corre&ors it ſcems w admit of: 


Wha ——_ obliged gg gee b9 ſe out: that 


d Iv 


\ 
) 


Eefre tf ori hos aifſerfen and re- 
volt, which bad freed us-wholl mt: 


[7 iD expoyge 908 wen: — 


| « Tj ſbe,co as this 
Thos ſhe,condemes OF EXrar. 
Iv ib fu to ig nova 
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Tathe Article of Tinages i ha 
acl laid down this foundation, log 
131)” 


. 4 Fhazthe Chncho! me to ſet aettibure 
© to: tHhietth vp « thank thatoPextiting 
« in usthe rethernibi of rhole- whim they 


«6: repreſent ; d LTD 2RGVTYT 4b 
added it hisieſt ( Expoſitions which'Was Suppreſſed, 


{ $\a\v* © 7 Yona eee ama? 


6 Tis is thtdedARRs'vg; wfe hd fer age of 
© Lonomes. x Edit. p. 25. -þ* -$£ 9 .bA 3 


And\10 affurd! th- yer Thrthor iow licfle Henur 
they had for ther, conetull 1 OILS 
M6 Far 0.204 2099] 1 rnnorw) id 2g oo 

So that. 60 ak projhlig i HEIDI 

« EY _— Pod wy 


* honour tA. e or Martyr 
*agwedo tons Foes i + pre- 
« Ne Tag "Ly 


Is 


= 1&6 Y. 


Now though. wedonot doubt but that this is the 
int6H' of Mooſe" fF axial FWHich. 


00 
map fn COOLS IDO. 
him roy Bo ſervice & aug? 
now expounied'in a manicn mbied 
eruth, though fill exceedingly mollified, 
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| Tis upon this is founded the Honour which 
* we give to Images: and again; 


* When we honour the Imageof an Apoſtle 
*or Martyr, our Intention 1s not ſo much to 
* honour the Image, as the Apoſtle or Mar- 


*tyr in preſence of the Image. 
VIL 


| In the Section of Juſtification Monſrewr de Means 
| has omitted this whole paragraph ſince his firk Edi- 


tion : ; 


<« The Catholick Church, {gys he, isno where 
« more invincible than in this point, and per- 
&« haps it would need no long diſcourſe to ſhew, 
« that the more one ſearches by the Scriptures 
<< into the deſign of the Redemption of Man- 
© kind, which was to make us Holy, the more 
« one ſhall approach to our DoQrine, and the 
& more depart from the opinions of Calviz, 
&« which are not wor or why inable, nay are contra- 
« diftory and ruinous of all true and ſolid picty. 

«x. Ed.p. 36, 37. ' 


Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe ſome other time to 
| expound to us, what thoſe Opionions of Calvin in this 
| | matter are which the Church of Rome is ſo invinci- 

ble in, and which all parties among them will agree 
to be ſo contradiftory, and ruinous to all true and 
ſolid piety, as he then faid. 


In 


altered by Monſieur de Me » u x. 


In the mean time we will only þeg.leaveto obſerve 
on occaſion of this CorreCtign,; that-perheps” there 
are ſome in the Church of Rowe of Mr. Culvin's 
mind in the worſt of . thoſe Princzples,-Monſitur de 
Meaxx refers to, and to aſſure him that, phere Arc ſe- 
veral Proteſtants in the World that ave-ngt-; though 


they dare not therefore ſeverely cenſure ;4he Opi- 
nions of thoſe that are. "OM | 
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Monfeur ,9e, Aran Javang As VEAY 189405 4 

explained the Doctrine of Jaltifcarion, upon Wwiygn 

the Council of T7ezt is [o long and perplex'd, aſſured 


us in bis farit Expoſit iony' 1 hat thay was epaugh for any 
May tgknow to make his 4 1 Lhe 4 
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A 148? 2 OSMLMNEGS., 390: 3's OH 7 *? 
Thus wouldhave been af SALAQVAn D tq.us, and 
have freed us from the Anat Lok &. pany other 
Particulars, of which we more doubt, than of any 
thing Monheur de Meaux hase unded of -.1t ; , but 
4 | : n 1. 4 © 45 1 I, 6k» L FO0Y 
this orhets thought too greata,Concelſhon.; andthe 
, yo of _ AS RR AECLISIY20KOERE TR Þ 
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* Thus have you ſeen what i mt wecelliti in 
the Doctrine of Juſtification, and our Adver- 
| E « ſaries 
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« faries would be very unreafonable if they 
« ſhould not confeſs, :hat this DotFrine ſuffices to 
* reach Chriſtians, that they _ t0 refer all the 
« Glory of their Salvation to God through Teſus- 
« Chrift. 


I X, 


In the Article of SatisfaQtion; Monſieur de Meayx 
ſpeaking of the Temporal.and . Eternal Puniſhment 
of Sin, and how the one may. be. retain'd when the 
other is forgiven, had this Paragraph in the firſt Edi- 
tion, ſince ſtruck out.. 


« The Church has alway acknowledged theſe 
« two different manners of applying the Re- 
& miſſion. of Sins, which we have propoſed ; 
« becauſe ſhe ſaw that in the Scriptures, beſides 
«the firft Pardoy, and which ought to be the 
by, only, if Men were not ungrateful, and which 
# is pronounced in the terms of a pure Remiſſion, 
* there is another Abſolution, and another Grace, 
«that is propoſed in form of z Judgement , 
« where the Church ought not only to /ooſe and 
« emit, but alfo to binde and retain. 1. Edit. 


* P. 54, 55- 


The Cexſxre paſs'd upon this, were enough to 
makeone ſuſpet, that either Monſieur de Measx , 
or his Cerrefors, were {enſtble upon further Conſide- 
ration, that they could not ſo cally find out theſe two 
forms, ſo diſtinguiſh'd in Holy Scripture, or prove that 
the Church had always acknowledged them; and there- 
fore judged-it ſafer not to undertake it. « 


altered by Monfiew de Mg aux. Xx36 
K.. 


Ta the Article of Corfratian, {peaking of the 
Impoſition of Haxds, Mongeur de Meaux inlinuated 
in his firſt expoſition, that it had always been arcomp s- 
nied with the uſe of Chriſm ever ſince the Apoſtles. 


7 Thus, fays he, all Chrultiaa Churches dnce the 

Apoſties times have religiouſly retained this 
< Practice, accompanying it {the Impoixtion of 
* Hands ) wath holy Chrilin. 1, £4.p.65. 


This was too clearly falſe to be ſuffer'd to paſs, and 
therefore it is now more-looſe, {o asto admir of an 
Equivocation, and yet ſeem to ſay ſtill the ſame thing, 


«Thus all Chriſtian Churches ſince the Apo- 
< ftles times have religioully retained at, making 
< uſealſo of holy Chriſm. 


XI. 


In the Article of the Sacyvfice of the Maſs, Mon- 
ſieur de Meawx having expounded it according to our 
Principles, in his firlt Edition, concluded with us 
too. 

« So thatit (the Maſs) may, ſays he, bevery 
** v64/0nably called « Sacrofice ; 3 Ed.p.i15. 


- But ſncethe CorreGtian, the:Concluſion is much 
Rergngthned, though the Premiſes remain the ſame : 
©So that there -is nothing wanting #0 it, to muke 
« it a true Sacrifice. 
E 2 XII. 


XXXI1 


— 


A Colleftion of Paſſages 


XII. 


As to the point of the Pope's Authority, the firſt 
Expoſition ran much higher than it ſeems the Spirit 
of the Gallicane Church could bear.. 


« So that our Profeſſion of Faith obliges us as 
«to this point,. to: believethe Roman Church 
© to be the Mother and Miſtreſs of all Churches, 
«and to render a #rwe Obedience to the: Pope, the 
« Succeſſor of St.. Peter , and Vicar of Jeſus 
« Chriſt.. 1. Ex. p. 166.. 


It is now more looſe,” and in-general thus ; 


« We acknowledg a Primacy in the Succeſſors of 
*©the Prince of the Apoltles, to whom, for that 
« cauſe we owe that Obedience. and Submiſſion 
« which the holy. Councils and Fathers have al- 
« ways taught the Faithful. | 


But it may be what was ſtruck out of the Expoſition 
to pleaſe the Correfors, Monlieur de Meaux recam- 
penſed in his Letter to ſatisfy his Holineſs. 


XIII. 


In the Concluſion Monſieur ds Meavx telling us 
that none of thoſe Articles he had expounded, accor- 
ding to our own Principles, deſtroyed the Founda- 
tion of our Salvation, added in his firſt Expoſition 
what that Foundation was, vx. 


* The 


altered by Moufienr::de ME a u x. Xxxir 


« The Adoration of one only God, Father, Son, 
* and Holy Ghoſt, and the Truſt in one only 
<« Saviour. 1 Ed, p. 160, SRL ES 

It is hard to fay why this was not lat paſs; for 
weare unwilling to believe that the Church of Rome 
has any other Foundationfor Salvation than- this. "But 
it may be to have put down this as the Foundation of 
Salvation, would have been too plainly to thew,that 
then-we certainly have this, .and that withowr mixture: 


# 


of any thing deftruftive thereunto.. 
XIV.. 


Monſieur de Meaux go's on-ina very .candid-man- 
ner, ſince ſtruck out ;, 


In effect, fays he, in all. theſe - Explications, 

«© which-contain the very-bottom-of our Belict; 
'Uthere is notany one-word-repugnant to: thele 

: '« two Principles, either diretly, wiby! Conle- 
*& quence. FC3 C734 go1 urn ALTO L851. ZE 


« So that acknowledging then-this, + Thas 
« the -Chaurchcof Rome do's believe. and profeſs 
« 21l: that'is eſſential to preſerve- rhe” ſubſtance 
* of the Chriſtian Religion, {o that they cannot 
* reaſonably 1mpure to us any. Doctrine contra- 
« ry thereunto, they muttat the ſame time.ac+ 
&* knowledge, by their own Principles; that. zhe 
& Church of Rome ts a true part of the Church of 
« Chriſt, to. which every Chriſtianis obliged to 
* unite himſelf in his' Heart; and in cfieftas far 
«25 1 him lies. 1 Ed. 64 0 
| Monſieur 


XXX1ly 


- o-CalleSion: of Paſſages. 

Monſleut dr ravix may pleale to know, that we 
do confeſs the Church of Rome to be s part of the 
true Church, though indesd wethink oxe of the worſt , 
and that we do-with all our Hearts deſire a Union 
with ther ; and: in-effeQ do ſhew'it as far as we are 
able, by ceteiniry whatever -we-cau of che lame Do- 
Etrines and PrafQtices with her. ; 

And-if-chis were all they deſwed af us, as indecd 


tt isall the ht; and all wecan db ; Howeveraa 
% all they ought, 


loluce Union would .not thereby be obtained, yet 
might we live at leaſt kke Clhriftimns and Brethren, 
ina common Charity with one another, and ſo dif- 


pole our Minds, as by Gad's Grace to ceme in a lit- 


tle time to ſome better agreement in the reſt too, than 
ever we lane like $0 do waohout KL - 


Theſe are ſome of thoſe Paſſages that gave occa- 
fron to the arnreA@ioe we have ſpoken of at the Sorbon, 
and to the faqprefher of the whole firſt. Envrdon, how- 
ever; authareard bythe Bifbops. of ; Fravee m1 the ſame 
words: it aow is. - 1 mightibave addeil wany more ; 
but inſtead of it, will beg leave tooffer .ghe Rtader 
one Correitiow made very lately by another Faculty, 
#hat of Zoswns; Fact atunodincly of Monſieur de 
Mowi's Expoſition, yet etikeaftofa Dodtrife which 
they Rags givan {£0 underftand, was ſo 
coxplarned in it. EW END 

Monkcur.de Witte, Paſtor: and Deanrof St. Maries, 
inthe City of Afroh/in, having, ana Dyſcourte with 
(ame Pe of that City, on the 8th of July laſt, 
maiwtadnid the Autbority of bhe Cherebh ae _—» 
accarting tothe mannerof Monſieur ve Mexur's Ex- 
pofitier: ; compllazat was:made of !him , fart 'to the 
1nter-nonce, then to his Aldlize/s himelf, __ four 

ropo- 


altered by Monfienx de ME a u x. KXXV- 
Propoſitions drawn up againſt him, as the Heads of 
his Hereſy. | CRE: 
Monſieur de Witte maintaia'd his Opinion in fe- KOT - 
veral Papers printed to that end; in the * 4th of bationis- locum 
which, after ſeveral orher Authorities of Perſons of 7. Ces 
their Church defending the fame Doctrine ; He Apoſtolorum 
tells them, principis ſut- 
ceſſores. } 
* That the Golden Expoſition of Faith of X#!pretre, 
*« Monſieur the Biſhop of Coxdoms, required no- ol yet 
* thing more toghe ound, Catholick, and. Or- thodoxan fid.m 
* thodox Faith 1n this Matter ; which Expoſi- 37 gore | 
« tion, beſides the Elogies of many other Emi- Catbolice fs; 
** nent Perſons, was alſo approved by our Holy 7% E7iſe- 


re” | Cond ; 
« Father I»»zocent the 11h himſelf, in his kind ao Tho 
«Letter to him. fima Clariſſimo- 


ram Virorum 

| Elogia, ipſrus 
But all this could not prevail with them to reſpeCt his 5: Paris Fa 
Do&rine ever the more for Monſieur de Meausx's waifgni lite. - 
Expoſition, or his Hokineſſes Brief. The Faculty of risconprobate. 
Divinity, at the command of the Voce, and with 
the knowledge, no doubt, and affent of the Pope, to 
whom the whole Afﬀair had been communicated, 
cenſured his Propoſitions, Nov.'3. 1685. and eſpecial- / 
ly the ſecond, in which Monſieur de Meaux's Expoſi- 
tion of the Catholick Faith was principally conceracd, 


as ſcandalous and pernicious. 


« Tudicamus eam cenſurari poſſe uti ſcandaloſan 
« & pernicioſam. 


May thoſe who inſiſt ſo much on the Fidelity and 
Authority of Monſieur dz Meaux's Expoſition, pleaſe 


calmly to conſider theſe things ; and tell us how we 


can 


Sexvi 
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can rely on ſuch an E-xpoſitton .of their  Dofrine , as 


notwithſtanding ſo many formal Approbations ; hit, 
of the Biſhops of France, -was yet -correfted in. ſo 
many- places -by*the- Sor#0z ; and {econdly,:of the 
Pope, Cardinals, and others in Italy, and of the whole 
Body of theCtergy of France in- their Aſſembly ; has 
yet ſo lately beencenſured, at the command of the 
Nonce, and with the conſent of his Holineſs, by the 
Faculty of one of their moſt eminent Univerlitles, to 


-be ſcandalous and pernicions. 


7 On 
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Dodtine of the Church of England 
In the ſeveral Articles expounded by 


Monſieur de M E A U X. 


— uv 


I. The Introduftion. 


T has always been eſteemed more reaſonable 
to doubt of Przxciples firſt, and then to deny 
the Concluſions that are drawn from them, 
than having granted the Foundation, after- 
wards to -/ at the clear and neceſlary De- 

duCtions from it. 
To profeſs, © that Religious Worſhip is due to God 
« only; and at the ſame time to ſay that we ought to 
adore Men and Women, Croſſes and Images, and all 
that infinite variety of Follies which theſe latter _ 
haye ſet forth under the pious name of Relicks: To 
declare, *© That we are ſaved only by Chriſt's Merits ; 
and yet ſtill continue to teach us that we ought to 
ſet up our own: In a word, to ſay, ©* That the Death 
« of Chriſt was a perfett Sacrifice, and one drop of his 
& Blood more than ea 2 the Redemption of _ 
2 kind ; 
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© kind; and nevertheleſs go on to require our Satis- 
fattions as neceflary too, and oblige us to believe that 
other Propitiatory Sacrifices beſides that of the Croſs, 
ought to be offered up continually to God in his 
Church, for the Sins both of the Dead and the Li- 
ving : This muſt certainly be the part of a Diſputane, 
cither too ignorant to underſtand, or too obſtinate to 
ſubmit to any ConviCtion. 

Monſieur de Meaux, the deſign of whoſe Expoſiti- 
on ſeems rather to be an Apology for the Popiſh Religi- 
on, than a free Aſſertion and Dindication of its Errors, 
is above all things ſenſible of the juſtice of this Re- 
fleftion : and therefore endeavours by all means poſ- 
ſible in the very entry of his Treatiſe to prepare his 
Reader againſt it, By ſhewing © the Injuſtice of 
*© charging Conſequences upon Men which they do not al- 
«* /ow; and that therefore though their SuperſtruEture 
* ſhould chance to overthrow their Foundation , yet 
&« fince they profeſs not to know that it does ſo, they 
< ought notto be taxed with what they do not believe. 

It is not deny'd but that Conſequences may be 
ſometimes either ſo obſcure, or ſo far diſtant, that a 
Perſon prejudicate for the Frinciple, may well be 
excuſed the charge of a Collection, which his Actions 
{hew he neither believes nor approves. But when 
the Concluſions, as well as Principles, are plain and 
confeſs'd, and the Diſpute is only about the Name, not 
the Thing ; we mult beg leave to profeſs, that we can- 
not chuſe but ſay that he believes not as he ought zhe 
infinite Merits of Chriſt”s Sacrifice, who requires axy 0- 
ther Offering for ſin ; and that no ſubtilty of Argu- 
ment will ever per{wade us that thoſe deſtroy not 
cheir Principle of worſhipping God only, whom we 
ſee, contrary to his expreſs Command, proſtrate every 

day 
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day before an Image, with Prayers and Hymns to 
Creatures that have been ſubject to like Infirmities 
with our ſelves, and thatare perhaps at this very time 
ina worſer Eſtate, than the moſt miſerable ot-thoſe 
that call upon them for their aſſiſtance. 

Be it therefore allow'd to be as a great Calumny, 
as Monſieur de Meaux can ſuppoſe it, to accuſe Men 
of Conſequences obſcure and diſavow'd ; the Opini- 
ons we charge the Church of Rome with, are plain 
and confeſs'd , the PraCtice and Preſcription of the 
chiefeſt Authority init. And to refuſe our Charge 
of them, 1s in good earneſt nothing elſe than to proteſ? 
aoainſt a matter of Fatt ; a Plea, which even Juſtice 
it ſelf has told us, may without Calumany be rejected 
as invalid. . 

However, thus much at leaſt we have got by this 
Refleion, tht, it directs us to the true State of- the 
Controverſy between us ; and ſhews, That we, who 
have been ſo often charged by the Church of Rome as 
Innovators in Religion, are at laſt by their own con- 
teſſion, allow'd to hold the ancient and undoubted 
Foundation of the Chriſtian Faith ; and that the 
Queſtion between us therefore is not, Whether what 
we hold be true? which is on all hands agreed ; bur, 
Whether thoſe things which the Roman Church has 
addea as Superſtruttures toit, and which, as [uch, we 're- 
ject, be not ſo far from being neceſſary Articles of Reli- 
gion, as they pretend, that they indeed overthrow that 
Truth which is on both ſides allow'd ts be Divine; and 
upon that account ought to be forſaken by them ? 

The Declaration of this, not ſo much by any new 
proof, as by clearing rather the- true ſtate of thoſe 
Points which are the ſubject of. our. Difference, is the 
deligu of the following Articles ; in which I _ 

endea- 
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endeavour to give a clear and free account of what 
we can approve, and what it is that wediſlike in their 
Dottrine ; and as far as the ſhortneſs of this Diſcourſe 
will allow, touch alſo upon ſome of thoſe Reaſons 
that are the moſt uſually given by us for both. 


ARTICLE II. 
That Religious Worſhip us to be paid to God 


only. 


Hat Religious Worſhip is due to God only, how 
neceſſary ſoever thoſe PraCtices of the Roman 
Church, which we are hereafter to conſider, may 
have rendred it to Monſieur de Meaux to declare, yet 
isit, we ſuppoſe, bur little neceſſary for us to ſay, 
We firmly believe, that * rhe inward acknowledg- 
« ment of his Divine Excellencies as the Creator and 
&« Lord of all things, is a part of the ſupream Worſhip 
« rhat is due to him. Webelieve that all the Powers of 
&© our Soul ought to be tied to bim by Faith, Hope, and 
« Charity, as to that God who alone can eſtabliſh and 
&« nake us happy. And though we do not think that there 
is now any ſenſible, or material Sacrifice to be offered to 
Him under the Goſpel, as there was heretofore under 
the Law ; yet do we with all Antiquity ſuppoſe the 
Sacrifice of Prayer and Thanksgiving to be fo peculiar- 
ly his due, that it cannot, without derogation to his 
Honour, beapplied to any other. 
What our Opinion is of that Worſhip which the 
Roman Church pays to the Bleſſed Virgin, and Saints 
departed, 
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departed, we ſhall herefter more fully ſhew : But cer- 
tainly great was thedifference of choſe Holy Men whom 
Monſieur de Meaux mentions as their fore-runners 1 
this practice, from the preſent manner of the Popifh 
Invocation. Gregory Nazianzen in a Rhetorical Apo- 
{trophe, called to Conſtantin in one, to his Siſter Gor- 

onia in another Oration, but he prayed to neither, 
St. Baſil ; St. Ambroſe ; St. J. Chryſoftom ; St. Hierom ; 
St. Auguſtin; they delired ſometimes that the Martyr 
or Saint would joyn withthem in their requeſts, but 
they were rather Raptures and Wiſhes, than direct 
Prayers; and their formal Petitions, but eſpecially 
thoſe of the Church, were only to God Almighty. 
They doubted whether the Saints could hear them or no ; 
* and wererather inclined to believe that they could nor. 
The Addreſſes of the Mind, which the Church of Rome 
allows no leſs than the others to them, they look'd 
upon to be ſo peculiarly God's due, that they ſuppoſed 
they were not communicated to the very Angels 
that are in Heaven. They declared againſt all 
thoughts of being aſſiſted by the Merits of their Saints, 
or that God would ever the more readily, or indeed 
ſo ſoon accept their Prayers coming by the Interceſſi- 
on of another, as if they had gone themſelves di- 
rely to the 'Throneof Grace. Ina word ; they ne- 
yer imagined that this was an Honour due to them ; but, 
on the contrary, conſtantly taught that it was a Ser- 
vice belonging only to God Almighty. 

Well theretore might * Monſieur Dail refer the * 4d tha i: 
beginnings of this Invocation totheſe Men, whoſe in- 77 ** nt 'e 
nocent Wiſhes, and Rhetorical Flights, being till in- Cute. L:z.1. ;, 
creaſed by the Superſtition of after-Ages, firſt gave © '# 
birth to this Worſhip. But certainly the Romaniſts 


cannot with any reaſon alledge them in favour of 
their 
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their Error, till it be ſhewn either that we are mi{- 
taken in thoſe differences we have here declared to be 
—_— what they did, and what the Church of 
ome now praCtiſes ; or that they are otherwiſe pro- 
ved: to be ſo inconliderable, as not to make any no- 
table alteration in it. And yet that the Ages before 
knew nothing even of this, not only their confeſſed 
inability to produce any Proots from them of this Su- 
perſtition, but the contrary Teſtimonies of the un« 
doubted Writings of Jexatins, Tertullian, Clemens A- 
lexandrinus, Origen, Novatian, and others, {o plainly 
{hew, that it ought not to be eſteemed at all raſh at 
this diſtance to aſſert, that in this very ſmall, Change, 
the Fathers of the fourth Century, did certainly begin to 
depart from the Praftice and Tradition of thoſe before 
them. Andif that Reaſon of the Church of Rowe be 
of any ſtrength, why they pray'd not to the Holy 
Men under the Old Teſtament, viz. becauſe they were 
not then admitted to the ſight of God, and therefore ought 
not tobe prayed to: It ſeems to us that not only the 
greater part of the Primitive Fathers, but even thoſe 
very Men Monſieur de Meaux mentions, could not 
certainly have allowed ſuch an Invocation as is now 
uledintheir Church ; the moſt of them being noto- 
rioully known, and even by their own Writers freely 
confelled, to have believed the ſame, That neither do 
the Saints and Confeſſors of the Chriſtian Church any 
more enjoy the Preſence of God even now. 
hus much was thought fit to be ſaid to remove 
that Prejudice Monſieur de Meaux had thrown in the 
way. We go onnow with him to conlider the Do- 
ctrine it ſelf, and what our Church's Opinions of it. 


ARTIC. 


—_— 


ALL LELQCEL EE i 
Of the Invocation of Saints, 


; 'HE Invocation of Saints, as zt is fated by Mon- 
Pr 


fieur de Meaux, we look upon to be one of thoſe 

actices which our Church ſtiles, ©* ford things , 
&* wainly invented, and grounded upon ns Warrant of 
* Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant to God's Word. 
Monſieur ds Meaux himſelf dares not ſay that they 
do or can ordinarily by any ability in themſelves, hear, 
ſee, or know, the Wants, State, or Prayers of Men 
upon Earth, to be mindful of them unto God in Hea- 
ven. Nor can it ever be proved that by any of thoſe 
ways which he propoſes but ſeems himſelf not to lay 
any great ſtreſs upon, they are certainly and particular- 
ly communicated to them. 

We thiak therefore, that till this be cleared, it is 
too great a hazard to leave a Mediator, who both 
certainly kaows our wants, and has promiſed to hear 
us ; that has invited us, nay commanded us to come 
to him in all our Needs, to go to Interceſſors which 
God has no where appointed, and which we can ne- 
ver be ſure our Prayers ſhall come up to. It ſuffi 
ceth not that they may know ſome things, in ſome 
places, at ſome times, and of ſome Men extraordinarily, 
unleſs we could tell what Saints, and what things, and 
in what places, and at what times, they d# know 
them. When this is cleared, it may then be more 
reaſonable to deſire usto joyn with them in this Ser- 
vice. In the mean time, _ we ſhould not —_ 

them 


The Tavocation of Saints. 


them with I1dolatry meerly for this, yet we muſt 
needs confeſs we cannot but think theſe Addreſſes to 
be too full of hazard and uncertainty to venture any 
Requeſts at all, much leſs ſo many as they do every 
day, upon them. 

In vain theretore does Monſieur de Meaux endea- 
vour to defend the Innocence of this Invocation , 
whilſt he forgets to ſhew us the Reafonableneſs of it.. 
We ſhould be pleaſed indeed to be aſſured of that ; 
but we cannot be convinced that we ought to joyn 
in the PraCtice till we are fatisfied of the other too. 
And yet we cannot but regret, that if their defiga 
be truly no more than this, to intreat the Saints to 
pray for them, we ſhould find the greateſt part of 
their Service addrefling to them after fo contrary a 
manner ; that they would interpoſe not only their 
Interceſſions, but their Merits too for their forgivenels : 
Not only that they would pray to God for them, but that 
they would themſelves bleſs them. © That the Angels and 
<* Saints would give them Strength, Grace, Health, and 
* Power. That St. Peter would have Mercy upon them, 
&« 11d open to them the Gate of Heaven. That the Bleſſed 
* Virgin would protect them from their Enemies, and re- 
* ceive them at their Death : Tn a word, that ſhe would 
his Paſſage © command her Son to forgive them by that Right which as 
= -pae—=a * 2 Mother ſhe had over him. All which their very pub- 
C:/[ender Con- lick Rituals fo tar allow, that the Service which is paid 
4c, mArt.2!- to God in his Church by the Mediation of Chriſt, is in- 
finitely exceeded by the Addreſſes of this nature,through 

the Mexits of the Virgin Mary, and of the Saints. 
Now it theſe Prayers fignify no. more than, as 
Monlicur de Meanux expounds them, to intreat the 
Saints to pray for them, why have we ſuch Scandals 
z3iven us in the Practice ? If they intend really ,what 
WC 
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we ſuppoſe, and what their words do certainly ſig- 
nify; what Ingenuity can it be to impoſe upon us 
in the Declaration? However at leaſt they will pleaſe 
to excuſe us that we have fallen at ſo uſt a ſtumbling 
Block; and charged them as dcrogating from the 
Merits of Chriſt, whilſt they have thus cry'd up the 
Merits of their Saints, and of a Preſumption unwar- 
rantable, if not wholly Idolatrous , in deſiring any 
but God alone to help, and ſuccour, and give them thoſe 
Bleſſings, which God only has power to diſpenſe. 

1. When therefore we ſhall be certainly aſſured 
that all that infinite number which the Church of 
Rome has canonized, are truly and infallibly Sazizts. 

2, When we ſhall be aſſured that theſe Saints do 
already enjoy the Preſence of God Almighty ; a Circum- 
ſtance which the Papiſts themſelves confeſs neceſſary 
to warrant their Invocation. 

3. When it ſhall be made undoubtedly appear, that 
either by their own 'Kpowledg, or by ſome other Reve- 
lation, they do ordinarily and particularly underſtand all 
the Requeſts that are made to them; ſo that we can be 
as ſecure of their hearing,us, as when we deſire our 
Brethren upon Earth to pray for us. 

4. When the Liturgies of their Church ſhall be 
reformed, and all thoſe dangerous Inſinuations of the 
Merit and Perſonal Aſſiſtance of their Saints be removed. 

. When thoſe deſperate DoQrines, and yet more 
deffurmce Addrefles of their School-men and Contro- 
vertiſts, which ſcandalize the more moderate even of 
their own Party, ſhall be cenſured. 

6. And Men taught to praCtiſe this Invocation 
with ſuch Sobriety, as neither to make it ſo freely and 
publickly their Worſhip as they do, nor with any 
- Opinion of being either ſoozer heard, or more _ 
2 ally 
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ally anſwered by this way- of Addreſs, than by going 
directly to God by our Saviour and only Mediator 
Jeſus Chriſt. 

7. Ina word, when even an Invocation ſo mode- 
rated, {hall be ſhewn either to have been comman- 
ded by God Almighty, or to have been adviſed by 
his Apoſtles, or to have been practiſed ordinarily and 
diretly by the moſt Primitive Chriſtians : Or laſtly, 
but to be no way injurious to the excellent Goodneſs 
of that Interceſſor, who has fo kindly: invited , and 
even conjured us to come to him in all our needs ; 
Then will we not fail tojoyn our Ora pro Nobis with 
them : But till then we mult beg leave to conclude 
with a Charity and Moderation, which we ſuppoſe 
they themſelves cannot but approve in us, That it is a 
fond thing cuainly invented, and grounded upon no warrant 
of Holy Scripture, but rather indeed contrary thereunto. 

And what we have now faid of their Prayers, we 
mult in the next place apply to their Sacrifices too, 
To mention the Names of the Holy Saints departed in 
the Communion ; this we look upon to be a Practice as 
innocent as *tis ancient. So far are we from condem- 
ning it in them, that we practiſe it our ſelves. We 
name them at our Altars, we give God thanks for their 
E xcellencies, and pray to him for Grace to follow their 
Examples. But as we allow thus muchto their Me- 
mories , {o we cannot but condemn that Praftice 
which Monſieur de Meaux ſeems to have omitted, tho? 
yet the chief thing that offends us ; that they recom- 
mend the Otterings which they make to God, through 
the Merits of ther Saints which they commemorate, 
and defire that by their Merits they may become a- 
vailable to the Churches needs. - As if Chriſt himſelf, 
whom they ſuppole to-be the Sacrifice, needed the 


Aſſiſtance | 
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Aſſiſtance of St. Bathildis or Potentiana, to recommend 
him to his Father : Or, that the Merits of an Offering, 
which they tell us is the very ſame with that of the 
Crols, ſhould deſire the joynt Deſerts of a St. Martiz 
to obtainour Forgiveneſs. | 


They who ſhall conſider theſe things as. they ought, 


will, we doubt not, confeſs that we have ſome reaſon 
to complain , both that they derogate herein from 
Chriſt's Merits, and attribute to their Saints more 
than they ought to do. If this Prattice be reformed, 
our Complaint, as to this point, ceaſeth. Tf it be not, in 
vain does Monſieur de Meaux endeavour to perſwade 
us, that they only name their Saints to give God thanks 
for their Excellencies, whilſt their publick PraFtice a- 
vows, that they deſire both the pardon of their Sins, 
and even the acceptance of their very Sacrifices them- 
felves, by theur Mediation. 


AR FICLE I 
Of Tmages and Relicks. 
Hat the Opinion' of the Church of Exgland 


is concerning the Worſhip of Images and 
Relicks, will need no long Declaration to ſhew, they 


being joyn'd by her in the ſame Article with that of Arcic. XXII. 


the Invocation of Saints before-mentioned, and by con- 
quence, ſubmitted by her ro the ſame Ceaſure. 

But then, as we before complained, that both the 
Practice of their Church in the publick Liturgics of 
it, and the approved Dottrine of their moſt reputed 


Writers, ſhould fo far contradi&t what Monſieur ae 
Means. 
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Meaux would have us think is their only deſign in 
that Service ; ſo we cannot but repeat the ſame Com- 
plaints in this : That if all the uſe their Church would 
have made of Images and Relicks, be only fo excite 
the more lively in their Minds the remembrance of the 
Originals, not only the People ſhould be ſuffered to fall 
into ſuch groſs Miſtakes, as *tis undeniably evident 
they do, in their Worſhip of them ; but even their 
Teachers be permitted withour any Reproof to con- 
firm them in their Errors. 

Has St. Thomas and his Followers, nay, and even 
their Pontifical it ſelf, ever yet been cenſured by 
them, for maintaining 7x plain terms, that the Image 
of the Croſs ought tobe o haes with the ſame Wor- 
th as that Saviour who ſuffered on it ? Have the Jcſuits 
been condemned for teaching Men to ſwear by it ? 
Does not their whole Church upon Good-friday yet 
addreſs her ſelf toit in theſe very dangerous words, 
Behold the Wood of the Croſs ! Come let ns adore it. 
And do not their ACtions agree with their Exprefli- 
ons, and the whole Solemaity of that day's Service 
plainly ſhew, that they do adore IT in the urmoſt pro- 
pricty of the Phraſe * Does ſhe not pray to it, that 
in this time of the Paſſion, it would ſtrengthen the Righ- 
teous, and grve Pardon to the Guilty? Is the Hyman tor 
the day of the Izvention correfted, wherein they pro- 
fels that the Croſs heals their Sickneſſes, ties up the Devil, 
and gives them Newneſs of Life; and thereupon de- 
lire itto ſave its Aſſembly, gathered together in its ho- 
zour ? Is the manner of conſecrating them changed, 
in which they intreat God to bleſs the Image of the 
Croſs which they there ſanCtify, that it may be for 
the eftabliſhment of their Faith, an increale of their good 
Works , the Redemption of their Souls, and their Pro- 

tection 
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teftion againſt the cruel Darts of the Enemy ? That 
Chriſt would embrace this Croſs, over which they pray, 
as he did that upon which he ſuffer'd : That as by 
THAT he delivered the whole World from its Guilt ; 
ſo by the Meritsof T HIS, they who dedicate it may 
receive remiſſion of - their Sins. In a word, that as 
many as bow down before it, may find health both of their 
Souls and Bodies by it. 

And is all this in good earneſt no more than 7o ex- 
cite more lively in our minds the remembrance of Him 
that loved us, and delivered himſelf to the Death for us, 
and to teſtifie by ſome outward marks our acknow- 
ledgment of that favour, by humbling our ſelves in 
preſence of the Croſs, to declare thereby our ſubmiſh- 
on to Him that was crucified. 

Is not this rather, it not abſolutely to fall into, yet 
certainly too nearly to approach to that which Mon- 
fieur de Meaux himſelf confeſſes to be Idolatry, viz. to 
truſt in the Images as if there were ſome divinity or vir- 
tue joyned to them, and for which they not only 
{hew all imaginabke marks of outward Worſhip, by 
Kiffings, Proſtrations, and the like Ceremonies ; 
but make as formal Addreſſes to them, and that in 
the publick Service of the Church, as to God 
himſelf ? 

How this allow'd practice can be reconciled with 
the prohibition of the Council of Trent, © Not to be- 
* lieve any Divinity or Virtue tied to their Images of 
&« which they ought to be adored ;, nor %0 demand any 
&* Grace of them, nor place any Truſt or Confidence in 
« them; Monlieur de Meaux may pkeale to expound to 
us. Inthe mean time, as we are ſo far from condem- 
ning the making of all ſorts of Images, that we think 
it not any Crime to have the Hiſtories of the Goſpel 
carved or painted in. our very Churches, which — 
Walls 
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Walls and Windows of ſeveral of them do declare: 
As we publickly uſe the ſign of the Croſs in one of our 
very Sacraments, and.cenſure no Man for praQtiſing 
it, only without Superſtition, on any other occaſion : 
{o we cannot but avow the Scandal that is given us by 
thoſe DoCttrines and Praftices before mentioned ; and 
that we think that Worſhip juſtly to be aboliſhed 
which the Primitive Church abhorred, and which at 
this day ſcandalizes not only ſo great a number of Chr:- 
ſtians, but even our common Enemy the Jew and Tark : 
In a word, which is fo far from being commanded by 
God, that it needs many nice DiſtinEtions to render it 
not dire&tly oppoſite to an expreſs Prohibition ; and is 
therefore it not down-right Idolatry to thoſe who 
know how to dire their Intextion aright, yet to the 
Simple and Ignorant, that is, to the much greater 
number, and the moſt zealous praQtitioners of this Ser- 
vice, ſo very nearit, that the Generality of the wiſeſt 
Papiſts, noleſs than We, complain of it. 


F OR the honour thatisduetoRE LIQUES, 
no Proteſtant will ever refuſe what ever the Primitive 
Church paid them ; or may be fit toexpreſs the Honour we 
ought to retain for thoſe Bodies that by Martyrdom have 
been made Sacrifices to God Almighty. . It this be all 
Mr. de Meaux deſires of us, we are ready to profeſs our 
Opinion, that we judg it to be neither offenſive to God, 
nor fit to be ſcrupled by any good Man. 

We believe that according to the Circumſtances of 
the Times, the Church may © teſtify this Honour by 
* more or leſs outward Signs and Marks of Refſpe&t. 
* And we dowith fatisfaCtion read that Deciaration 
* of Mr. de Meaux, T hat we ought not to be ſervilely 
© ſubjected ro theſe outward Ceremonies, but to be 
*jnvited by them tooffter up to God that reaſonable 
« ſervice 
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« ſeryice, in Spiritandin Truth, which he requires of us. 
And if this be the State of the Queſtion , we confeſs the 
Explication of it has taken away a great part of the difficulty. 

But what then means the Council of Trex , to tell us, 
That we are not only to honour them, but to Worſhip ther: 
too? That by doing ſo, we ſhall obtain many Berefits-and 
Graces of God. That theſe ſacred Monuments are not un- 
profitably revered, but are to be ſought unto for the obtain- 
ing their help and aſſiſtance ; to cure the Sick, to give Eyes 
to the Blind, Feet to the Lame, and even life to the Dead. 
How comes it to pals that their Church not only ho- 
nours them, which we could allow, but carries them in 
PROCESSIONS , makes OPFERINGS to them, gives IN- 
DULGENCES to ſuch as ſhall go to vilit them ; preſcribes 
Pi1LGRIMAGES to them, SWeARS by them, touches their 
Beads, or Hankerchiefs, with them to SANCT1Fxy them ; 
thinks to obtain one BLESSING by virtue of this ReLick, 
another from that; and the like ſuperſtitious uſages, which 
we ſuppoſe we have good reaſon with our Church, to con- 
clude to be © fond things, vainly invented, and grounded up- 
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< ou no Authority of Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant ar. xxi. 


« r hereunto. 
When therefore all theſe Abuſes which we have named, 


and which Monſieur de Meaux ſeems content to allow 
with us to be ſuch, ſhall be corrected : When in the matter 
of Images, , 

1. The Hymns and Addreſſes that teach us, ſo contrary 
to the Spirit of Chriſtianity, to demand Graces of them, 
and to put our Truſt in them, ſhall be reformed ; St. Tho- 
_— his Abettors cenſured; and all other Marks of 
an unwarrantable Worſhip be forbidden. 

2, When the Pitures of God the Father, andof the Holy 
Trinity , 1 dire&ly contrary borh to the ſecond Com- 
mandment, and to St. Pasx/'s DoQrine, ſhall be taken a- 
way, and thoſe of our Saviour, and the bleſſed Saints be 


by all neceſſary. Cautions rendred truly the Books not 
H Snares 
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Szares of the Ignorant. When in points of Relicks, 

3. They ſhall be declared to have no [ani#ifying Virtue 
in them : 

4. Nor that they ought to be ſought to for any Aſſiſtance 
Spiritual or Temporal to be expeQted from them. 

5. When it ſhall be reſolved to be no matter of Merit to 
20 to viſit them : 

6. Nor any more extravagant 1zdu/gences be ſet forth 
for Pilgrimages unto them. 

When all theſe things which Monficur de Meaux paſſes 
over, and which yet are undeniably their PraQtice and our 
Scandal, ſhall be correted ; Then will we both believe 


\ and ſubmit to rhe reſt which he deſires of us : we will 


honour the Relicks of the Saints as the Primitive Church aid : 
we will reſpe& the Images of our Saviour, and the Bleſſed 
Virgin: And as ſome of us now bow towards the Altar, 
andall of us are enjoyned to doo at the Name of the Lord 
Jeſus ; ſo will we not fail to teſtify all due ReſpeCt to his 
Repreſentation. Inthe mean time, it the Outcries of their 
own Church at theſe Abuſes cannot prevail with them to- 
redreſs them, yet at leaſt they will confirm us in the Re- 
formation we have made of them ; and whilſt we find 
Hezekiah commended in the Holy Scripture for deſtroying 
the Brazen Serpent, though made by God's expreſs Com- 
mand , and in ſome- fort defervedly honaurable- for that 
great Deliverance it broughtto the Jews, Becauſe the Chil- 
aren of Iſrael offered _— unto it : Weſhall conclude our 
ſelves to be by ſo much the more juſtifiable, in that the 
[mages we have removed were due only tothe Folly and Su- 
perſtition of Men, and have been more ſcandalouſlly abuſed, 
to a worſer and greater diſhonour of God. | 


ARTIC. 


AR TIC. V. 
Of Juſtification. 


"THE Dodtrine ,of Juſtification is one of thoſe Points 

that deſerves our careful Conſideration ; as being not 
only one of the chiefe(t of thoſe Points wherein we ſuppoſe 
the Church of Rome to have prevaricated the Faith, but as 
Monſieur de Meawx remarks, one of the firſt that gave occaſion 
to that Reformation that was made from it. 

It is not neceſlary to fay to what an Extravagance the 
buſineſs of Pardons, Indulgences, and other means of /a- 
tisfying the Divine Juttice, was arrived ; and how much 
more confidence the People generally put in the Inventi- 
ons of Men, than ia the Merits and SatisfaRtion of 
Chriſt. If they have been ſomewhat better inſtructed 
ſince, they may thank the Reformation for it : tho' we fear 
all the difterence is, that they are ſomewhat more reſer- 
ved in expoſing theſe Follies now, but yet till retain the 
Foundation of that DeQtrine upon which they are built. 

We willingly allow Monlieur d& Meaux this honour, 
that he has reduced the long, Decrees..of the Council of 
Trent toa ſhort and eafie Debate; and propoſed the things 
which contain our Difference with ſuch tenderneſs , as 
might iavite ustocloſe with a great part of it, did not the 
Decrees of the Council ſeem too plainly to refuſe Monſieur 
de Meaux's Expoſition of them. 

We believe with him, * That our Sins are freely for- 
« given by God's Mercy through Chriſt ; and that none 
<« of thoſe things which precede our' Juſtification, whether 
&« gur Faith, or our good Works, could merit this Grace. 

« We are perſwaded that our Sins are not only covered, 
« hut are entirely done away by the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt. 

« We cakes thar the I — of Jeſus Chriſt is 
«not only imputed , but actually communicated to the 
« Faithful, through the q—_ of the Holy Spirit, in 
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* fo much that they are not only reputed, but made juſt 
* by his Grace. 

*We deny not that this Righteouſneſs isa true Righ- 
* teouſneſs, even in the ſight of God; becauſe that it is 
* God who by Charity works it in. us: -only we think it 
withal ſuch as is too weak to obtain for us the pardon of 
our Sins,, which Monſieur de Meawx ſeems content to con- 
fels with us. | 

* We willingly acknowledge that our Righteouſneſs is 
© not perfe&t in this Life. Whilſt we are in the Body, 
* the Hleſb will luſt againſt the Spirit, and in many things 
© weſfball offend all. The life of a Chriſtian is a con- 
tinued ſtate of Repentance: and he muſt be too much 
opiniated of himſelf that refuſes to conclude with St. Au- 
guſtine;, © That our Righteouſneſs in this Life, confiſteth ra- 
* ther in the Remiſſion of our Sins, than in the Perfeftion of 
© our Vertue. 

In a word ; the ſum of our Difference as to this Point, 


| {ſeems to be this. Our Church by J=ſtifcation, underſtands 
| 


only the Remiſſion of our Sins; We diſtinguiſh it from 
Santification, which conſiſts in the produttion of the Ha- 
lit of Righteouſneſs in us. We believe our fins are par- 
doned only through the Merits of Chriſt imputed to us. 
And for the reſt, we ſay, that this Remiſſion of Sins is 
given only to thoſe that repent; that is, in whom the 
Holy Spirit produces the Grace of Saxiification, for a true 
Rightoouſack and Holineſs of Life. 

The Church of Rowe comprehends under the notion 
of Juſtification, not only the Remiſſion of Sins, but alſo 
the produttion of that inherent Righteouſneſs , which we 
call Saxttification. They pats with us, that our Sins are 
forgiven only by the SatisfaQtion of Jeſus Chriſt. But 


then as they make that izward Righteouſneſs a part of 
Juſtification too; ſo by conſequence, they ſay out Juſti- 
fication it {elf is wrought alſo by ovr own good Works. 


It 


Of Juſtification. 

It ap 
ted, and diſtinguiſh'd the one from the other, the diffe- 
rence between us, conſideredonly in the Idea, would not 
be very great : And that we might ſafely allow whatſo- 
ever Monſieur de Meaux has advanced upon this point, 
provided it be but well and rightly explained; though in 
{ome things he has expreſſed himſelfafter a manner unuſual 
among us; and which we ſuppoſe not ſa eatirely confor- 
mable to the Expreſſions of Holy Scripture. 

The ſum of all is this. Chriſt died, and by that 
Death ſatisfied the Juſtice of God for us. - God therefore 
through the Merits of his Son, freely forgyyes us all our 
Sins, and offers us a Covenant, of Mercy and Grace. By 
this Covenant, founded only upon the Death and Merits 
of Chriſt, he ſends us his Holy Spirit, and calls us power- 
fully to Repentance. If we awake and anſwer this 
Call, then God by his free Goodneſs juſtifies us; that is, 
he pardons our Sins paſt, gives us Grace more and more 
ro Kg his Commands for the time to come ; and if we 
perſevere in this Covenant crowns us finally with Eter- 
nal Life. And all this he is pleaſed to. do, not for any 
thing which we have, or can pertorm, but only through the 
Merits and Satisfattion of his Son by Faith applied to us. 

» This is the Foundation wherein Monſieur de Meaux 
ſeems content to agree with us. Wego onto ſee how the 
following Doctrine will tand upon this Foundation. 


—__ 


ARTIC. VL 
Of Merits, 


OR what concerns the Merits of Good Works, we are 
content to accept of Monlicur de Meaux"'s Expoſiti- 

on ; © That Eternal Life ought to be propoſed to Men as 
« the Grace of God mercifully beſtow'd upon us through 


« Teſus Chriſt, and as a recompence that is faithfully _ 
* dred 


rs by this, that were theſe things clearly ſta- | 


"a 


F 
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12 Of Merits. 


* dred to their good Works, and to the merits of them / 
© vertue of God s Promiſe. 

The word Merit we acknowledge to have been very 
antient in the Church ; and tho? to prevent thoſe miſtakes 
which many in theſe latter ages have made on occaſion 
of that a, we think it fafer to diſcourſe more re- 


ſervedly of the Merit, and preſs more ſtrongly the Neceſſity 
of good Works: Yet if it be underſtood fo as Monſieur 
de Meaux expounds it, That all our Merit derives its force 
: / only from the Merits of Jeſus Chriſt, wbo works in us both 
' towillandto do ; and when we have done, renders by the 
{ ſame Meritsqur good Works acceptableto God, and avail- 
= to our Eternal Life, we ſhall not be difficult to allow 
of it. | 
If this be All the Church of Rowe aſcribes to Good 
works, that our Juſtification proceeds abſolutely from God's 
Bounty and Mercy, and but accidentally only ( in as much as 
God has tied himſelf by his Word and Promiſe to reward 
them ) from our own Performances ; We need no long ex- 
Hortations to receive a DoQrine which we have always 
defended againſt ſuch of the Church of Rome as have 0 
poſed it, and are not yet, that we know of, cenſured, for 
their ſo doing, 
+ That which we rejeXt is, © That we do as zruly 
<and properly merit Rewards when we do well, as we 
* do merit Puniſhment when we do ill; ſo ſays the 
Ezck, 18.20. Jeſuit Maldonate. © That our Good Works do me- 
* rit Eternal Life condijgnly, not only by reaſon of God's 
© Covenant and Acceptation, but alſo by reaſon of the 
Dr xj. 5: Work it ſelf; fo ſays Cardinal Bellarmine. All which 
lags Vaſquez ſums up in the three following Concluſions ; 
q 114.d, © x, That the Good Works of juft Perſons are of them- 
"+5 ſelves, withou any Covenant or Acceptation , worthy 
* of the reward of Eternal Life, and have an equal 
T value of Condignity to the obtaining of Eternal 
IÞ. c. +, *Glory. 2. That there comes zo acceſſion of Dignity to 
« the 


Of Merits. 
** the Works of juſt Perſons by the Merits or Perſon of 
* Chriſt, which the ſame would not otherwiſe have, if they 
* had been done by the ſame Grace beſtowed freely by 
* God alone without Chriſt. 
* indeed annex'd to the Works of juſt Men, but yet be- 
* longs noway to the Merit of them, but cometh rather 
* to the Works themſelves, which are. already not only wor- 
* thy, but meritorious allo. . From all which he draws this 


remarkable Corollary ; Seeing, © Tax Works Or JusT Pi}. 222.c z. 


£3 


3. That God's Promiſe 1s 1b. c. 8. 


* Men Do Merit ETtexNar Lirz, As AN E-*593" 


* QUAL RECOMPFENCE AND ''Rew ARD, there is m0 
* need that any other condign - Merit , ſuch as that of 
* Chriſt, ſhould interpoſe, to the end that Eternal Life 
< might be renared to them,  ---==-»- Wherefore. we never 
* pray to God that by the Merits of Cheitt,, the Reward 
* of Eternal Life may be given:to. our” worthy and; -merito- 
* rious Works.;. but' that Clirult's Grace,may be given to 
* us, whereby we may be enabled. WORTHILY T@ Me- 
*r1IT THis REwaARD. A 

This is that Doftrine ok good Works which we moſt 


juitly do deteſt :- And if the Opinion of the Church of - / 


Rome be. {o direftly; oppolite to-it-.as Monſteur de Meaux 
profeſſes, we are a little ſurpriſed that'no Index Expurga- 
torius, no authentick. Cenſure, has ever taken notice of {0 
dangerous a Prevarication. But contrary-wiſe, theſe are 
the great Authors af their Party, approved, embraced, and 
almgſt adored; by the Greatelt and moſt Learned of that 
Communion. - | 

Theſe are the Principles which we ſuppoſe to have 
been an unwarrantable derogation to the Grace of God, 
and direQtly oppoſite to the; nature of Ju{ification by 
Faith in Chriſt, before eſtabliſhed. And though this point 
was far from being the only cauſe of our Separation from 
their Communion, yet let Mr. de Meaux himſelf pleaſe 
to ſay , whether ſuch a DoQtrine of Merits as this were 


not. ſufficient, if not to engage. us 'wholly to leave a 
Church 


. 
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Of Satisfaftions, Indulgences, and Purgatory. 
Church that taught ſuch things, yet at leaſt to diſſent 
from her in theſe Particulars, 


ARTIC. VII 
Of Satisfaftions, Indulgences, and Purgatory. 
Se&. 1. of SatisfaFtions. 


HE whole of this Point we think to be the advance- 

ment of -2- Doctrine grounded upon no Authority of 

Holy Scripture but on the contrary ,- derogatory to God's 
Mercy in —— &, and, as the Do&rine of Merits be- 
fore conſ1 :incoakiftent-with the nature of that Juſti- 


fication webeforeeftabliſh'd. 


Monſieur, de Mea*x was pleaſed there to tell us, of God's 
juſtifying us freely for Ghrift"s Merits : 'T hat our Sins are not 
only covered, but" entirely done away by his Mercy; and the 
Sinner not only reputed, but made juſt bybisGrace, We can- 
not but be troubled to ſee our elves ſo ſoon deprived of 
this excelleat Hope; and required - our ſelves to. ſatisfy 
God's Juſtice here, which he aſſured us was eatirely done 
for us by Chriſt before. - -. | 

*« When Chriſt, ſays Monkeur de Meawx, who alone was 
&© able to make a fulkic 


ſuppo 


Baptiſm 


Of Satufaftions. 


Baptiſm fall again into fin ; being in a manner forced 
to 1t through the Ingratitude whereby they have abu- 
ſed his former Gifts, ſo that they are to ſuffer ſome 
Temporal pain, tho the Eternal be remitted to them. 
This is a very great Doctrine, and ought certainly 
to have ſome better Proof of it, than barely Ie {«p- 
poſe. However it be, our Church has declared its 
{elf of an opinion direaly contrary; That ſince the 
abſolute forgiving of Sin is Copfeſſed to be the more 
perfe&t way, and more becoming the Divine Good- 
neſs; and that God has never, that we know of, re- 
vealed any other; but rather has con{tintly encoura- 
ged us to expe his Pardon after the largeft and moſt 
ample manner thar it is poſſible for words to ſet forth; 
We are perſuadedthat accordingly whenever God do's 
ardon, it is in that way which is the moſt ſuitable to 
lis Divine Goodneſs, and which alone he hath decla- 
red to us, that he do's it intirely for Chriſt's Merits, not 
for any Works or Sufferings of our own. 

In yain therefore does Monſieur de Meaux labour to 
reconcile this Dotrine with Chriſt's abſolute Sati(- 
faction. ©* Weconfels that we ought not to diſpute with 
« God the manner of his Diſpenſations ; Nor think it at 
« all ſtrange if hewho ſhews himſelf ſo eaſie at our Baptiſm, 
&« i afterwards more difficult for thoſe Sins which we com- 
« zzit being Baptized. There is nothing in all this but 
what we could moſt readily allow of, were there but 
any tolerable Arguments to eſtabliſh the DoQrine 
that requires it. 

But whilſt this is ſo deſtitute of all Proof, that it 
is acknowledged to introduce a manner of forgiveneſs 
neither ſo intire, nor ſo befitting God's Mercy as a to- 
tal remiſſion of the Puniſhment, together with the 
Guilt ; whilſt we have Ts of Chriſt to re- 


ly 


26 Of Satisfadtions. 
ly upon, which are fo far from needing any addi- . 
tion of our own, that they are Confeſſed to have 
been Super-abundant to whatever the divine Juſtice 
could require of us; Tho we can and do praGtiſe 
the ſame Diſcipline for the other benefits of it, viz. To 
ſhew our Indignation againſt our ſelves that we have 
offended, and to keep us from inning for the future ; 
yet we cannot be ſo torgetful of our dear Maſter, as to 
pretend to any part of that Redemption, bur only to 
enjoy the benefits of that forgiveneſs, which by his 
alone Merits he has intirely purchaſed for us ; nor do 
we ſee any, redlon to believe that God's Juſtice will re- 
quire any more, than what has been Super-abundantly 
paid upon the Croſs for the Iniquities of manking, 
*Tis true, Monſieur de Meaux tells us, © That the 
© neceſſity of this Payment does not ariſe from auy de- 
* fe in Chriſt's Satisfattion, but from a certain Order 
«* which God has eftabliſbed for 4 ſalutary Diſcipline, and 
« to keep us from offending. | 
This indeed were fomething, would either Mon- 
+ fieur de Meaux have been pleaſed to ſhew us this E- 
ſtabliſhment, or had not the Council of Trent decla- 
| Ted more, viz. © That the Fuſtice of God requives it ; 
_ —_ *« and that therefore the Confeſſors ſhould be charged 
Me i+ © pg proportion the Satisfattion to the Crime. From 
L. 1. de purg, WRENCE Cardinal Bellarmine concludes, © That it is 
14 \ | © We who properly ſatisfie for our own Sins, and that 
WW Chriſt's S atisfattion ſerves only to make ours valid. 
This is an Expoſition ſomewhat different from Mon- 
fieur de Meaux's, who will have the Church of Rome 
believe, © That we do not cur ſelves ſatisfie in the leaſt 
* for our Sins, bat only apply the infinite Satisfattion of 
* Chriſt to them. 
pon the whole it appears, 1.. That theſe Penan- 


CCS 


Of Indulpences. 


ces are not only a Salatary Diſcipline, but a Satiſ- 
fation too, 2, They change the Mercy of God into 
a Forgiveneſs, that is confeſſed neither to be in its 
ſelf Perfeit, nor ſo becoming the Divine Goodneſs as an 
intire Remiſſion of Sin, the Puniſhment as well as 
Guilt, would be. 3. Their Eſtabliſhment depends on- 
ly upon 4 humane Suppoſition of its fitneſs ; and dero- 
gates from the very Foundationof that Covenant God 


has entred inzo with us by Chriſt, © That he will be yevr.c.8.2.14. 


« merciful to our Unrighteouſneſs, and our Sins and our 
* Iniquities he will remember no more. Upon all which 
accounts, tho we praQtiſe this Diſcipline for many o- 
ther benefits of it, and wiſh it were univerſally eſta- 
bliſhed, not only in a more perfe&t manner than ej- 


ther in Ours or Their Church it .is, but even in a carech, conc. 
ſtritneſs equal to what they tell us it-is falleg from ; Trid. 


yet we cannot believe, that by any of theſe things 
we are able to make a true and proper SatisfaCtion to 
God for Sin; which he only could do, ** who Him- 


« {elf bore our Sins in his own Body upon the Croſs, and Hevr. to. 14. 


* by that one Suffering,. for ever perfetted them that are 
« Sartt ified. 


SE CT. IL 


Of Indulgences. 


T H E DoQrine of Indulgences the Council of 

Trent has aſſerted only, not explained : Mon- 
fieur de Mea«x has ſtated it after a manner ſ6 favour- 
able to us, that I am perſuaded he will find more in his 
own Church than in ours to oppoſe his Doctrine. 


I 2 It 


Of Indwllpences. 


[It was the diſcipline of the Primitive Church, when 
the Biſhops impoſed ſevere Penances on the Offenders, 
and that they were almoſt quite performed ; if ſome 
great caule of pity chanced to arrive, or an excellent 
Repentance, or danger of Death, or ſome Martyr 
pleaded 1n behalt of the Penitent,the Biſhop did ſome- 
times Ixaulge him, that is, Did relax the remaining 
part of his Fenanee, and give him Abfolution. 

Monſieur de Meawx having this Patern before his 
Eyes, frames theIndulgences now uſed in-the Church 
of 'Rowe:exatly: according tolt. .* When the Church, 


* fayshey.. impoſes wpon Sinners hard and laborious Pe- 
*« nances, autithat with Humility they undergo them, this 


* we call Satisfaition;'. and when having regard either to 
* the ferwenr.of the:-Penitents,or to ſome other good works 
© whichiſhe preferibes, ſhe relaxes ſome part of the Puniſh- 
« ment yet remienng ; This uc called Indulgence. 

But: toi paſs/by.for the preſent thoſe abuſes that are 
every day made of thele Indulgences,. and. which both 
the Counciland; Monfieur | de Meaux ſeem willing to 


| haveredreſled:; ſuch cflential differences we conceive 


there are between the.Indulgences of the Primitive, 


\ | and thoſe of the:;Rewan Church, - that tho we' readily 
; enough embrace.the:One,-yet we cannot but renounce 


| Penance is not matter of Diſcipline, only to corre 


j 
| 


and condemn the Other. * 

In the Primitive Church theſe! Indulgences were 
Matters of meer Dyſciplint; as the' Penances allo were; 
the One to correCt the Sinner, and to give others cau- 
tion that they, might-noteafily offend; the Other to 
encouragethe Perutent to honour the 'Martyr that in- 
terpoſed for his Fargtivenels, or to prevent hisdying 
without Abſolution. In the Church of Rome they are 
founded upon an Errour in Doctrine; that as their 


the 


Of Indulgentes, , 7G 


che Sinner, but to be undergone as a Satisfa&tion to be | 
made to God for the Sin; ſo their Indulgence is not | 
given as Monſieur de Meaux expounds it, upon any | 
conſideration had of the fervour of the Penitent, to ad- 
mit him to Abſolution which he has already received, 
but by the application of the Meries of their Saints, 
who they ſuppoſe have undergone more temporal Pu- 
niſhments than their Sins have deſerved, to take of 
that Paiz, which notwithſtanding their Abſolution, 
the Sinner ſhould otherwiſe have remained lable to. 

In the Primitive Church the Bifhop received thePe- 
nitent to Abſolution, and the exemplarinefs of his Re- 
pentance, or the interceſſion of the Martyr that ſup- 
plicated for him, was the only conſideration they had 
tor the Indulgence. In the Church of Rome the Indul- 
gence is to be had from the Pope only, in whoſe Hands 
the Merits of their Saints lye, the overplus of which 
are,they fay,cthe e474 the Church, to be diſpenſed 
upon all occaſions to ſuch as want, and upon ſuch 
Terms as his Holineſs ſhall think fit to propoſe. 

In the Primitive Churclr' theſe Indulgences were 
very rare, given onty:upon ſore ſpecial occaſions, and 
the Biſhop neverrelaxed theremainderofthe Penance 
he had impoſed, till rhe Penitent had'performed a con- 
ſiderable part of it, and ſhew?d by his Contrition that 
it had obtained the effe& df (bringing him toa ſenſe 
of his Sin, anda hearty Repentance for it, which was 
the end they deſigned by all.” -In the Roman Church 
they'are cry'd-about/the Streers,”' hung up in Tables 
over every. Church-Door,proftituted forMoney,offer'd 
to all Cuſtomers, for themſelves; or for their Friends ; 
for the Deadas wellas the Living :: and'to viſit thres] 
Churches, ſay a Prayer before this Altar, at the other, 


Saints Monument,in a third Chappel,is without uy 
| ado 
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Of Purgatory. 
ado, through the extraordinary Charity that Church 
hath for Sinners, declared ſufficient to take off what- 
ever ſuch Puniſhment is due for all the Sins of a whole 
Life. 

And here then let Monſieur de Meaux in conſcience 
tell us; * Is all this no more than to releaſe ſome part of 
« the remaining Penance, in conſideration of the fervour 
* of the Penitent in performing the reſt ? Such Par- 
dons as theſe we do certainly with Reaſon conclude, 
© to be fond things, vainly invented, and grounded upon 
no Authority of Holy Scripture, but indeed repugnant 
« zo God's Word. But for the reſt, we profeſs our ſelves 
{» far from being enemies to the Ancient Diſcipline of 


% the Church, that we _ wiſh to ſee it revived; 


* And whenever the Penances ſhall be reduced to their for- 
mer prattice, we ſhall be ready to give or recetve ſuch an 
Indulgence, as Monſieur de Meaux has deſcribed, and 
as the Primitive Ages of the Church allow'd of. 


SE CT. Il, 
of Purgatory. 


B UT the Temporal Pains which they ſuppoſe due. 
to Sin, has yet angther Ertor.confequent upon ir. 
That ſince every man; muſt undergo them according 
to the proportion of his Sins; if any one'chance'todye 
before he has ſo done, he:cannot paſs:direftly into 
Heaven, but muſt undergo theſe puniſhments firſt in 
the other Life; andthe place where theſe Puniſhments 
are undergone, they call Purgatory. 
So that the DoQtrine then of Purgatory, relies u 

on that SatisfaQtion which we our felyes are to make 


for 


Of Purgatory. 

tor our Sins, beſides what Chriſt has done for us: And 
according to the meaſure that that is, either. true or 
falſe, certain or uncertain, this muſt be ſo too : Since 
therefore Monſieur de Meaux tells us only, that the 
Church of Rome ſuppoſes the former to be true, they 
can only ſuppoſe the latter in like manner; and there- 
fore ll they are able certainly to aſſureus of that, 
we ſhall ſtill have reafon to doubt of this. 

That the Primitive Church from the very ſecond 
Century, made Prayers for the Dead, we do not deny ; 
Bur, that m — eps hver, gan of 
Purgatory, this we ſuppoſe Monfieur de Meaux him- 
ſelf v will bot avow 3 ju ing fin that, they were 
made for the beſt Men, for the'Holy Apoſtles, the 
Martyrs and Confeffors of the "Church; nay for the 
Bleſſed Virgin her ſelf, all which at" the ſame ' time 
they thought in happineſs, and who the Papilts them- 
| ſelves tell us never toucht at Pur; —_—_— 

Many were the'private Opinions which the parti- 
cular Chriſtians of old had concerning the reaſon and 
Benefit of Praying for the Dead. Some then, as we do 
at this day, only gave thanks to God for their Faith 


and their Examples. Others.prayed for them, either 


for the Bodies ReſurreCtion, or for their acquitting at 
the final Judgment, as ſuppoſing it to beno way unfit 
to pray to God for thoſe very Bleſſings which he has 
ee TE romifed and reſolved to give.Some thought 
an Increaſe of Glory might be 'obtained to the Righ- 
teous by their Prayers. All believed 'this, thar it teſti- 
fied their: hope of them, and manifeſted their Faith 
of that Future ReſurreQion-which they waited for ; 
and inthe meantime maintaineda kind of Fellowſhi 
and Communion between the Members of Chrit 
yet alive, and thoſe who were departed only, not loſt 
by Death. Bur 


z3r 
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But then it is to be obſerved, that when they moſt 
ordinarily prayed for the Dead, yet was there nothing 
determined as to this other Point; all was left to the 
Piety and Opinion of particu/ar Mex, nor durſt they 
abſolutely reſolve whether the Dead received any be- 
nefit by them ; as both the learned of the Church of 
Rome themſelves confeſs, and the Writings of Primi- 
tive Antiquity, even to St. Auguſtine himſelf, undoubt- 
edly ſhew. | 

Now as there is none of us that will condemn the 
Charity of any Man, to Pray, or Faſt, or AMi& 
himſelf for the Pardon and Forgiveneſs of his Friends, 
his Country, or his Church, ſo it be done without any 
fond Opinion of Merit or Satisfafion, and to hope too 


by ſuch Prayers to obtain God's Mercy for them : So 
| y a 


ny one will put up his particular Requeſts for the 


| Dead too, for any of thoſe Ends for which the Primi- 
;tive Chriſtians did, we ſhall not condemn him. Only 


let not that be made an Article of our Faith which we 
can never be aſſured of, and which when it was moſt 
practiſed, was received only as a private Opinion, and 
in a Senſe far different from what is now aſſerted ; 
And for the reſt We ſhall not refuſe to conſent to any 
Liberty whereby Peace may be obtained, and our free Tu- 
ftification by Faith in Chriſt not injured. 


PART 


PART II. 
OF THE 


SACRAMENTS 


ARTICLE VIE... | 
Of the Sacraments Ul Gener, £ 


1{H E-Do&rine of the Gra 

been eſteemed one of the malt « 
Obſtacles to our Union with, the Church of 
Rome. We cannot, imagine why Monſieur 


de Meaux: ſhould inſinuate as; if, our Diſputes about 
theſe, except it be & in the. point: rohthe Fuck hart, were 
not ſo great as about other © Ge nalel5 it be.to ſerve 
for an excuſefor his own,paſli o lightly over them, 


or to make us leſs care TEE n= eEAs Doarine. 

The Sacraments of the New Teſtament, in that 
proper ſenſe in which we now take the Word, we have 
always look'd upon to be not only © Holy S:gzs to 
« repreſent and:confirm to us the Grace of God, but 
« alfoeffetual Tokens of his good Will tous,by which 
« he does work inviſibly in us, and ſtreagthen and 
« confirm our Faith in him. 

To obtain the benefit of the my Sacraments, We 
cannot belieye it to be nouge that we have »o il 


diſpoſe. 
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- 6 wn do ſuppoſe that it is a ſufficient Obſtacle 
Artic. 25. of if we have not a good one. Weconfels that the Faith 
_ o of the Church, and thoſe who preſent- them to Bap- 
GL  tiſn, isall that isrequired to prepare Infants to re- 
ceive the ſpiritual Regeneration which that Sacramant 
confers. But for thoſe who by. Age are capable of it, 
we ſuppoſe both in Baptiſm and in the holy Euchariſt, 
an actual Feith of God's Promiſe anaexed to the out- 
ward Signs which we receive, to be indiſpenſibly ne- 

cefſary for the partaking of their Efte&ts. 

And tho if the reſt be agreed, we ſhall not deſire to 
determine any Man's belief, as to the manner how the 
Sacraments confer that Grace which God has promi- 
ſed by them; yet we judg it more agreeable to the 
Analogy of our Faith to fay, That upon the perform- 

| ance of the outward Ceremony, God beſtows the in- 
| ward Bleſſing ; than that the Bleſſing 4s conferr'd by 
| virtwe of the Words which are pronounced, and the ation 
; _— is done to us, as Monſieur de Meaux has expounnd- 
it. 

We do not by this at all take off from the neceſſity 

of the outward Signs. We confeſs, © Fhat beſides the 

«< inward Preparation, therejs required for our SanQti- 

© fication « ſpecial operation of the Holy Spirit, and ar 

& application of C bri's Merits by the means of the Holy 

« Sacraments. This we are {o perſnaded of, that we 

* So our Chur. profeſs them to be * zeceſſary to Salvation, infomuch 

Carechilm. that whaſoever either carcleſly negle&s, or preſump- 

| tuouſly deſpiſes the uſe of them, will in vain expe& 
| it by any other means. 

For the number of the Sacraments, we acknowledg 
| only two as generally neceſſary ts Sabvation; and are ſurpri- 
| zed to ſeethe Council of Trent damaing all ſuch as will 

| not receive a number, which neither has the Scripture 
any 


Of Baptiþm. 


any.where dechred; nor was- it, that we know of, till / 
the very 12th Century ever heard of in the Church. 
* Hugo de St. Vitor is the firſt that we can find it in, 
1130 Years after Chriſt; + Lomberd and the School- 
men follow'd him. Pope || Evgenims in his inſtruQti- 
ons to the Armenians gave yet more Countenance to it; . | Am. 1439. 
but that all thoſe Ceremonies which the Church of 
Rome now receives are truly and properly Sacraments, 


and that there be neither more nor leſs than Sevex,ne- 


ver any one abſolutely determined, till the Council of 


Trent firft Canonically decreed it, and commanded 
the Church under an Anethewa to receive it. : 

The ſpecial conſideration of their five pretended Sa- 
craments,w1ill give us an opportunity more particular- 
ly to eſtabliſh that number we our ſelves propoſe. 

This preſumption of the Truth we muſt not omit 
here, That not only the Ancient Fathers of the Church 
when they ſpeakof the Sacraments properlyas we now 
do, mention only Beptiſm and the Lord's Supper ; but 
even the Papiſts themſelves who eſtabliſh more, yet 
confeſs theſe to be ſo far the Principal, that our own 
Article ſays but little more, than what their greateſt 
School-men have voluntarily confeſſed. 


_— 


ARTICLE IX. 


Of Baptiſm. 


OW {tri our Church is in maintaining the 
neceſſity of Baptiſm, the very Office by. which 
we do adminiſter it, ſufficiently ſhews, We declare 


K 2 


that © all Men are conceived and born in Sin, and that nos 
. 20M 


3 


FDe Cerm.Ec, 
&c.l. 1.C. 12, 


t Lib. 4. Sene, 
Diſt. 2. 


n Conc, Flor. 


/ 


*Ep. 70. ifir want of it. * St. Bernard plainly concludes t 
de indeed 15. 4 of for he, a Man defirow of Baptiſm be ſuddenly 


Of Baptiſm. 
&« $04 can enter into the Kingdom of God, except he be 
&« regenerate aud born a-new of Water, and of the Spirit. 
This is the Law of Chriſt which the Eternal Truth 
has eſtabliſhed ; and whoſoever ſhall preſume to op- 
poſe it, let him be Anatheme. 

But now as all other Laws, fo this of Chrift, muſt, 
ws think, be interpreted according to the rules of na- 
tural Equity. The Ancient Church conſtantly pro- 
feſfed her belief, that Martyrdom excuſed the defe& 


; of Baptiſm. Many of the Papiſts themſelves ſuppoſe, 
\that che deſire of it, when by ſome unavoidable neceſ- 
. | fity the Sacrament it {ef cannot be obtained, ſhall be 
\ reputed for it. Monſieur de Meavx inſinuates that 


the Aits of Faith, Hope, and Charity, ma ſupp! y the 
e ſame, 


© cut oft by Death, in whom there wanted neither 
< ſound Faith, nor devout Hope, nor ſincere Charity ; 
« God be Merciful unto me, and pardon me if I err, 
« but verily of ſuch a Ones Salvation in whom there i 
6 #0 other defett but his faultleſs lack of Baptiſm, deſpair 
* I cannot, nor induce my Mind to think his Faith 
* void, his Hope confounded, and his Charity fallen to 
* nothing, only becauſe he hath not that which or 
* Contempt, but Impoſſibility with-holdeth. ' 

When therefore ſo many ways have been allowed 
to excuſe the defect of Baptiſm, tho our Church has 
rather taken all imaginable care that Infants fhall not 
die without it, than preſumed raſhly to determine 
what ſhall become of them if they do; yet we cannot 
but condemn the unchatitableneſs of the Church of 
Rome in © Excluding them from all part in Teſus Chriſt, 
and denying that Mercy to a tender and impotent 
Age, which they fo liberally extend to thoſe of riper 
Years. If 


Of Baptiſm. 
If not the Want but the Contempt ofthis Sacrament 

be the only thing that is daninable, to be ſure no 

Contempt of Baptiſm can be in them. If rhe deſire 

of Baptiſen in thoſe that are capable of it, is by many 

of their own Church confeſſed to be reputed for Bap- 

tiſm; why ſhall we not hopethat God who is all mer- / 
ciful, will accept the Deſire of the Church and of their ,/ 
Parents in their behalf, who by their Age are not ca- 

pable to have any of their own. * If Faith, Hope and * py wepur 
Charity, as Monlieur de Meaux himſelf implies, may de Meaux, {ee 
excuſe them who aCtually have theſe Graces, tho they *%* 

want this Sacrament ; why may not that Faith, that 

Hope, that Charity of the Church, which being im- 

puted to them renders them capable of Baptiſm, £ as 

efteQtual to ſtand inſtead of it to them, as their own 

roper Faith for Others, if a neceſſity which couldnot 
C avoided prevents it ? , 
In a word, Since ſuch is the Mercy of God,that to 

things altogether impcſible he bindeth no Man ; but 

where what he Commands cannot be performed, ac. 

cepteth of our Will te do it inſtead, of the*'Deed. 

2. Seeing God's Grace is not ſo abſolutely tyed to the 
Sacraments, but that many exceptions have been, and 

are ſtill confeſſed to be ſufficient roobtain it, without 

the external Application of them: Seeing, 3. St.Pau/ 

has told us that the Seed of faithful Parentage is Holy ' ©o-7- 
from the very Birthas being born within the Covenant 

of Grace; Tho we determine nothing, yet we think 

it the part of Charity, not only to take all the care we + Sr Caſlan. 
can to preſent our Infants to Baptiſm whilſt they live, CC FA 
but if by any unavoidable neceſſity they ſhould die Bape. tnfane. 
without it, + to Hope well of them: Remembring We b cies 
that Judgment of God, Exod. 4. who when Moſes be Choſede 
neglefted to Circumciſe his Son, ſpared the ___ we fn tb 
mr_— 


38 Of Baptiſm. 
that he was innocent, but ſought to kill Moſes for his 
Careleſneſs in the Omiſhon. | 
A neceſſity therefore of Baptiſm we conſtant! 

maintain ; but abſolutely to determine that all thoſe 
who die without it, are excluded from the Grace of 
Chriſt,neither will Monſieur de Meaux preſume to do 
of Men, nor dare we much leſs to affirm it of Infants. 
The Lutherays condemn the Anabaptiſts for refuſing 
Baptiſm altogether to Children, which we alſo con» 
demn in them. But that therefore they make no al- 
lowance for — Caſes, where both the 
Church and the Parents deſired to have Baptized them, 
only that ſome unavoidable Accident prevented it,nei- 

Conſulr.Art.g, RET did Caſſander believe, nor do the terms of their 

Confeſſion at all require. For the Calvinits, fo far 

were they from being the Authors of this charitable 

opinion towards Infants dying unbaptized, That many 

* Gerſon. Ga= of the moſt Eminent Men of the Church of * Rome have 

briel Biel, Ca- ! 

;cran, a120- 409g before them maintained the ſame. _ 

thers, To conclude, If Monſieur de Meaux himſelf do's in 
good carneſt believethe danger fo greatas he pretends; 
may he then pleaſe to conſider, What we are to judge 
of thoſe who in ſo many places have not left any Miniſters 
«t all to confer this Sacrament. For our parts we muſt 
freely declare we think their hazard to be infinitely 
greater than either the Children or their Parents; who 
are ſo far from that indifference Monſieur de Meas x 
moſt injuriouſly charges them with, that in places 
where publick Miniſters reſide, that they have the 
opportunity to do it, they fail not with all imaginable 
care to Preſent them in the Ambaſſador's Chappels to 
Baptiſm, if they have but the leaſt apprehenfion that 
they are not in a condition to be carried to their own 
Temples. 


ARTICLE 


A R TI CLE XK. 
Of Confirmation. 


6 ys clear our way to that particular Examination 
weare to make of the following pretended Sacr a- 
ments of the Roman Church, it will be neceffary to 
obſerve, that by their own Confeſſion theſe three 
things are abſolutely required to the Efſexce of a true 
Saorament. 1. Chrift's Inſtitution. 2. An outward and 
viſible Sign. 3. An inward and ſpiritual Grace, by 
Chriſt's Promiſe annexed to that Sign. - | 
Wecannot but admire, that neither in the Council 
of Trext, or in the Catechiſm made by its Order, is 
there any Attempt to prove either of theſe from the 
Holy Scripture as to the Point of Confirmation, It 
was ſo much the more neceſſary to have done this, in 
that Mapy of the greateſt Note in the Rewdz\Church 
had denied the Divine Inſtitution of it ; and ſome of 
them were approved by the Holy See it ſelf that did 
it. The outward Sign has been none of the leaſt Con- 
troverſies that have exerciſed their own Pens: and in- 
deed ſince they have laid aſide that of Impoſition of 
Hands which they confefs the Apoeſtles ufed ;. it was 
but reaſonable to have ſhewn us ſome Authority for 
that other they have eſtabliſhed in its ftead. © Whit 
Monſieur de Meaxx expounds, t a clear Vindication 
of our PraQtice, but defends - nothing of their own- 
Doctrine. | 
That we think it to have been an Ancient Cuftom 
in the Church, and which the very Apoſtles =_ 
elves 
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| 40 Of Penance and (onfeſſion. 
ſelves practiſed, to lay Hands on thoſe that had been 
[ baptized ; and in imitation whereof we our ſelves at 
| this day do the like, the Conſtitutions of our Church 
ſufficiently declare. *- 
We confeſs that the uſe of CW#5/m in Confirmation 
was very Ancient, yet fuchas we'deny to have been 
. | Apoſtolical. We do not our ſelves ule it, yet were that 
all the difference between ns, we ſhould be far from 
* judging thoſe that did. 
The Diſcipline of our Church allows none that is 
nor of the Epiſcopal:Order to Confirm. ': And for the 
| benefit-of it; as ithe Bifhop prays to God for his Holy 
4 Spiritto aſiftus the! way of Vertue and Religion,to 
BK -  Armusagauiſt'Fempration,:and to enable/us to keep 
| 


our Baptiſmal Covewant 'which we then. (our ſelves re- 
peat, and)», the Preſent of the Church openly ratify 
and confixom;:.S0o8e Prouſly hope that ithe Bleſſing of 
the Spiritrdolcends/upan us, th his Prayer, 
for all theſe great Ends;: bath to ftrengthen the Grace 
we alr nou and-t6'increaſe it in us to a more 
plentiful degree. 115177 yoo 8 . 
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1-41; : Of i Penance.and-Confeſfron, 


| Tum Penanceand Conftſſron,we wiſh our Diſcipline 
' were both more ſtrictly required, and more duly 
obſerved than it 15; 'The Canons of our Church do per- 
haps require as muchas the Primitive Chriſtiansthem- 
ſelves did: and 1t 15 more the decay of Piety in the 
People, than any want of Care in her, that they are 
not as well and regularly practiſed. We 


a—_— ” 


Of Penance and { onfeſſion. 


We do not believe Penance to be a Sacrament after the 
ſame manner that Baptiſm and the Holy Euchariſt are ; 
becauſe neither do we find any Divine Command for it, 
nor is there any Sign in it eſtabliſhed by Chriſt, to which 
his Grace is annexed. We ſuppoſethat if the ancient Church 
had efteemed it any thing more than a part of Chriſtian 
Diſcipline, they would not have preſumed to make ſuch 
changes in it,as in the ſeveral Ages it is evident they did. 

The Primitive Chriſtians interpreting thoſe places of 


* St. Matthew and St. John, which Manſieur de Meavx « 13, 16. 
mentions, of publick Diſcipline, and to which we ſuppoſe John 2. 23. 


with them they principally at leaſt, if not only refer, at 
firſt praQtiſed no other, For private Faults, they exhor- 
ted their Penitents to Confeſs them to God, and unleſs 
lome particular Circumſtances required the Communica- 
tion of them tothe Prieſt, plainly figgified that that Con- 
teſſion was not only in 1t K1f ſufficient, but in effeQ was 
more agreeable to Holy Scripture, than any other. 

If the Conſcience indeed were tos much burdened by 
{ome great Faxlt; or that the Crime committed was zotori- * 
ouſly Scandalom,then they adviſed a Confeſſion to the Prieſt 
too. But this was not to every Prieſt, nor for him juſt to 
hear the Confeſſhhon, and then without more ado to ſay 
I abſolve thee; They preſcribed inevery Church ſome wiſe 
Phyſician of the Soul on purpoſe for this great Charge, that 
might pray with the Penitent ; might dire him what to 
do to obtain God's Favour ; might aſhſt him init ; and fi- 
nally, after a long Experience, and a ſevere Judgment, 
vive him Abſolution, 

This was the practice of the Eaſtern Church ; till upon 
occaſion of a certain Scandal, Neftarius firſt began to wea- 
ken it in his Church at Conſtantinople; and St.F. Chryſs- 
ſom hisSucceſſor ſeconded him init. "They reduced the 
Practice to what it had heen in the Beginning; that open 
and [candalcus Sins ſhould be openly puniſhed by the _ 

| L hk 
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Of Penance and Confeſſion. 
lick Diſcipline of the Church, and the private be Con- 
feiſed only to God Almighty, - --+ | 

Yet ſtill the publick'Confeſſion fervinediin'thepratice 
of the Weſtern Churth'' Pupt'Leo 1: to rake awaytheocca- 
fions of Fear and Shame that kept many from the/exerciſe 
of it, firſt ordered, that it ſhould be ſufficient to'/Cunfels 
to God and the Prieſt only ;- which is the firſt' plauſible 
Pretence oered by them for Auricatar Confeſſion. 

Thus this Prz&rce, now 1et up for'a Sacrament inſtitu- 
ted by our Szviour,andabſfolntely neceſſary to obtain God's 
Pardon, firſt began. But the performance of it was yer left 
roevery Man's liberty. About 1245 Yearsafter Chriſt,the 
Councit of *Zate#*an firfttcommanided it to be of neceſſary 
Obſervance: But we do not tind that till the Council of 
Trent in the faſt Ape, tt was ever required robe received 
abſolutely as a Sacrament of Divine Iſl itation, and neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation. | HAT IO 

This ſhort view of the prattice of Antiquity in this point, 
may bc ſufficient to ſhew,” tharainlels ir-were'the publick 
power of the Chureh to'cenſute' open and ſandalous Of- 
tenders, which was the Key of Diſcipline our Bleſſed Savi- 
our Icft to it; for the reft} leveral Churches and Ages had 
their ſeveral Pratices,” They adviſed private Conteſlion as 
upornymany accounhrswhith Monienr de MearxRemarks, 
and which we willingly allby;very uſeful tothePenitent: 
hut it was not tor aboye xo000- Years/ ever looked upon as 
«*/olutely neceſſary, nor by Conſequerice/as Sacrament al. 

The Ch:rch of Enolayd refiſes no{hyt.of Confeſſion ci- 
ther publick cr private, which may be any way neceilary; 
to the quieting of Viens'Confſciences;- or tothe exerciſing 
of that Porer of binding and" loofins, Which our Saviour 
Chriſt has !eit to his Church: © 

We have cur Peritertial Canons for publick Offenders : 
Ve extiort Men if they have any thelcaſt doubt or Scru- 
ple, nay {cmetimes tho they haye none, but cipecially. 


» 
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Of Penance and Confeſſion, 


before they receive the Holy Rae, to confeſs their 
Sias. Ws propole.togheamrhebengficnor only ofGhoſtly 
Advice how. to.manage tjielr, Fepratanes, 5 the great 
comfort. of Abſolarion Lw0, a5 1091 as they ſhall havecom- 
pleated it. -; 

Our. form of Abſolurion after the mater of the F, ern 
Church at this day, and of the Uni ierfal Church, for above 
I 200 Yearsgis Declaratine. rather PIN ſolute. we 
are unable to ſearch the þHeaxt of Men,and thereb#infal- 
libly co diſcernche Lingerely. ontrite, from thoſe that are 
not; ,we'think it Raſhneſs,to PrLQnounce a, definitive Sen 

ence in Gods (V Os which we aanct be. wa t 4 God will 


alws 15: cOnfr ne! 1 | "Ru I C11 x,” bo 
'hen we vilit cus S eyer tai FE rhietnr 
to make a [pecial C onfellig ME Sins Ti Rd hat mi- 


niſters to them : And wh (3. they ave done ir, * the Abſo- 
Intion, is;10, full, that. the Ghyreh 1,05 Rome. fg {elf could 
nor defire;to.add,any, chang tq\t.,, 

\For the xelt; ag X AE AS neu Rick” to Mezs 
Confeiences to bigs Magn then w gs ghere. 1s no Scruple, to 
reveal to. their Confeſſoy every tl! he Fog Nicks Fault,ev en 
of Wiſh os Deſt the Cluircho Rome exatts: Nor 
date we Prononnce this: ah Coins Sacramental, and zeceſ- 
ſary to Saluatien i 19; tha a,conprite Sinner, W ho has made 
his Confeſſian to,God Alowght ; Ft not. receive a Par- 
don,. unlels he. repeat jt, 1, - 

This we muſtbeg}leaveyy, a gl (HUISY tf \Visd ireftly 
contrary tothe Tradyri hurc! 1,and to many plain 
and undoubred places Mfoly Seri pure, Anditthis be all 
ourReformation beguilty, ofeary weadviſenotthat which 
may torment and diſtrat but wn nod Way apt to ſettle Mens 
Conſciences B&r, requirethat as indifpeubly neceſſary to 

Salvation,which we find no where commanded by God as 
ſuch, we aſſure Monſieur de Meaux we lee no cauſe at all 


eicher to regret the Loſs,or to bc aſhamed of the Change. 
L. 2 ARTI- 


' ARTICLE XI, 
© Of Extream Unftion,": 0: 01 


'O}: dllthoſe pretended Sacraments of the Rowan Church 
that have nd foundation iti holy'Scripture;this ſeems 
to ſtand the faireſt for it. Here is both an outward and yi- 
Gble Sign, and an inward and ſpiritmat Grtce tied to it. 
Infomack thar Monſieur de Meayx himfelf, who never at- 
tempted/to ſay anything'of ir- in cherwo foregoing In- 
ſtances, 'yet fails notto put us in mind of it in this. 
1 James s, Tg interpret rightly that place of Sr. James which is al- 
1415 ledge roproveirggwe muſt 'remarkzrhat avoinring with Oy! 
was bite of thoſe Ceremronified by the Apoſtles inwork- 
ing theiy miraculous CureS)Mark 6. 1 3. They caſt our De- 
vils, ſays the Evangeliſt,end anointed many ſick a ws with 
Oyl, and cured them." Sometimes they uſed only Impoſition 
of Hands, and ſometimes they did ir without cither. 
Together with'rhefe outward Signy they ufually added 
Prayer to0, ſome-Invocation at.lealt inthe Name of Je/zs 
Chriſt,as the more fubllanttial & more effeQtual Aﬀfiftance. 
So that St. James's DireQtion there, © If any Mas be ſich, 
*« let him call for the Elders of the Church; aud let them pray 
« over him,anoreting hin with Oyl in the Name of the'Lord, 
« ind the Prayer of Faith! ſÞxlÞ [ave the Sick; 'and the Lord 
« (hall raiſe him up ; referring as'isevident,to thoſe wiracy- 
lows Cures which the Apoſtles and their 'Saccefors'in rhe 
Primitive Church wrought by ch anointing. We look 
upon it, that the advice, 1n as much as it belonged to that, 
could neither have bcen the Inſtitution of a Sacrament at 
| Vid. Sacram. all; and that,together with the miraculous power of heal- 
SRIHeS Er ng, it is now long ſince ceaſed in the Church, 
urſus 251, & "59 i . X 
ſeqq. Menard, Monſieur de Meaux ought not torefuſe this Interpretati- 
annor. 3 MSS. go - || The Ancient Ritualsof the Rowan Church for above 
_— _ $oo Years after Chriſt, ſhew that they eſteemed this to be 
the 
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the meaning of it; they underſtand it plainly of bodily Cat. Annor- 
Cures ;and Cardinal Cajetar him{®!f freely confeſſes that © © 
it can belong tono othgr.+! 14 4, ct; 

Our Saviour and his Apoſtles, when they thus miracu- 
touſly healed the Infirmity of the Body, at. the ſame time 
uſually forgave the Sin of: thaSoul #903 oFor this;; cauſe 
St. James adds, i And:Þ F hehbwvei committed Sand; they 
” Fr be forgiven him 05G iecvmn ag bog ge of 

Tho this extraordinary Pawer be-now-eqaſod borli inihe 

one and the other kind, yet we ſhltendegavour'to perform. 
whatever we are capable of on theſe ogcalitgs 3, Weſend, 
for the Elders of the Glurch:when weare tighg thai pray 
over us; if we ſtand — any priyits uae 
lick Cenſures, wecorifels them to themy,andeheydail not 
by their Abſolution, as far as.in ther? lies} $o:forgive;tis. 

This is all, we thinkyis now-remzining forivsm fulfil of 
what this Text requires 3 We unmat nt our Sick. for the 
recovery. of their body ies/thya59t;; Jawes here preſcri- 
bed, becauſe the miracguimas pawer pb healing,: to;which 
that Ceremony miniftred;p/is:ceaſed,ta the Church, . We 
pray over them; he pntttoe Parent ok their 
preſent Health, bat efpeciatiyfor.thett Eternal Salvation: 
We exerciſe: the. power: of \thr. Keyeto 1thefargivenels of 
their Sins, -becauſe the kevefit\ of: this cis. the, Jame. now 
chat ever it was 31\Chet's Promiſiexemains, ,and whilſt 
we piouſly make; yle-of theiſamp Means, : We. doubt, not 
but it ſhall be-to.che:like FAe&( A ot 14» - 
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OR the point of Marriage; Monſicur de Meaux ſays 


nothing but what we willingly allow of: We. deny ||Lomb. of 
"9; ſ; h Ba if] our fide, Se 
that it is a || Sacrament afterthe ſame mannerthat Bapt1 « er Fe 
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* Of Holy Orders. 


and the Holy Eucharitt are, becauſe it both wants an out” 
ward Sign to which by Chriſt's Premile a Bleſſing is an” 
nexed ; and is fo far trom being gezerally neceſſary toSalva- 
tion, as they are, and as we ſuppoſe all true and proper 
Sacraments ought to be, that the Church of Rome has 
thought fit to deny one of the moſt conſiderable parts of 


\, their Communion altogether the uſe of it. 


ARTICLE XIV. 
Of Holy Orders, 


T HE. Iwpofrion. of, Hands,in Holy Qrders;, being ac- 
companied-with.a Bleſſing, of, the, Holy Spirit, may 
perhaps-upon,that account be called a kind, of Particular 
Sacrament. Yet ſince that Grace which, is thereby: con- 
ferr'd, whatever it be,tsnotcommonz9 all Chriſtians, nor 
by conſequence any-part, of that, Focdersl Bleſſing which 
our Blefled Saviour, has purchaſed:tor us. ,but only a ſepa- 
ration of him who receives ittoa ſpecial Employ;we think 
it ought not to be eſteemed, a common Sacrament of the 
whole Church, as Bepti/- and the Lord's Supper arg.,, 
The outward ſign of it, we confels.to, bave been, uſyally 
Impoſition of Hanas,. and a ſuch, we aur.ſ{elves oblerve.it 
Yet as we do not read tliat Chriſt himſelf inftiturged, that 
Sign, much leſs tied the. pronule of..any certain Grace to 
it ; ſoMonſicur de Meamx / may, plcale , to conſider, that 
there are many of his own Commuzxionz tliat do not. think 
it to be eſſential to Holy Orgers,'inor by conſequenee the 
outward ſign of a Sacrament, in them. ED 
We confeſs that no, Manought.to excrcile the Viiniſte- 
rial Office till he be firſt conlecratcd to ic. We believe 
that it 15 the Biſhops part.ouly.to, Ordain. We maintain 
the diſtinCticn of the ſeveral Orders in the Church ; and 
tho we have none of thoſe helow a Deacon, becauſe we 
do 


Of the Euchariſt, &c. 
do not read thatthe Apoſtles had any,yet we acknowledg 
the reſt to have been anciently received in the Church,and / 
ſhall-nostherefore rails any Coneroverlie about them. 
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7 ARTICLE. XV. 
Of. the Euchariſt. 


And firſt of the Explication of thoſe ords, This is my Body. 


Y N ourentry upon this Point, we cannot but teſtify our 
juſt regret, That this Holy Sacrament which was de- 
ſigned by our Bleſſed Sayiour, nor only to be the greateſt 
aſſurance of his love to us; but the-{trongeft Bread 
of cur Charity to one another, ould have become tlie 
chiefeft ſubject of our Contentions,” 'arid' Widefied' that 
Breach which it ought to have cloſed. 
Monſieur de Meazx,who grounds his opinion of the Cor- 
poreal Preſence of Chrift in this Holy Euchariſt, upon the 
words of Inſtitution, which he eontends'ought to be lit- 
terally underftood, yet propoſes two Caſes wherein he 
ſeems to allow it might have been lawful” to forſake the 
Letter. We will join ifſue with him upon his own terms, 
and ſhew, © 1. That there art ſuch grounds in thoſe words 
* for a figurative interpretation,as niturdlly lead to it.2.That 
« when we cone 10 conſider the Intention of our Sawiour in 
*r his Holy Sicrament ue are yet more ſtrongly confirmed in it. 
It is contefled by the greateſt Authors of the Church 
of Rome, that if tite Relative Thix,in that Propoſition, This 
is my Body, refers tothat Bread 'w hich ovr Saviour Chriſt 
held in his Hand at the rime when he [pokethoſe Words, 
the natural repugnancy there ts herween the two things 
affirmed cone another, Brea#'ana Chriſf's Body, will ne- 
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ceſſarily require the feurative interpretation. For © this * Gratian de 
< #« in:Þoſible, ſays * Gratian, That Bread ſhould be the Bo: —— 
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« dy of Chrift. It cannot be, ſays Þ Card. Bellarmine,That 
« that Propoſition ſhould be true, the former part whereof de- 
* ſjoneth Bread, the latter the Body of Chriſt. || So that if 
«rhe Senſe be, This Bread ts the Body of Chriſt, either it 
* muſt be taken Figuratively thus, This Bread ſignifies the 
&« Body o Chriſt, or it is plainly ahſurd and impoſſible. The 
whole difficulty therefore as to our firſt point conſiſts in 
this, Whether our Saviour Chriſt when he ſaid, This « 
»y Body, meant any thing elle to be his Body, than that 
Bread which was before him. 

Now for this,the Connexion of his Diſcourſe ſeems to 
us an evident Demonſtration. ** Our Saviour Chriſt took 
« Bread, and gave Thanks, and brake it, and gave it to his 
&* Diſciples, ſaying, Take, Eat, This is my Body which «s 
« oiven for you; do this in Remembrance of me. 

For what did he demonſtrate here,and ſay was his Body, 
but that which he gave to his Diſciples ? What didhe give to 
his Diſciples,but that which he brake ? What brake he, but 
that which he took ? And St. Luke ſays expreſly,he took Bread. 

W hat Jeſus rook in his Hands, that He = : What He 
bleſſed, the ſame He brake and gave to his Diſciples : What 
he gave to his Diſciples, of that he ſaid, This is my Body : 
But Jeſus, ſays the Text, took Bread; of the Bread there- 
fore he laid, Thi is my Body. 

In a word; Foraſmuch as the Papiſts themſelves believe 
the Bread to be turned into the ſubſtance of Chriſt's Body, 
becauſe Chriſt ſaid This i mzy Body : Either thoſe words 
refer to the Bread, and then bs their own Confeſſion they 
will require our Interpretation ; or if they do not, it 1s 
cvident that then from theſe Words they can have no 
Grounds to conclude their own pretended change. 

So neceſſarily do both the Words themſelves and their 
own Confeſſion, lead us to the Expoſition which we make - 
ot them. And what theſe prepare us to receive, the lame, 
2:4ly,* The Intention of our Saviour in thi; Holy Sacrament, 
* ao's yet more ſtrongly confirm to u.. When 
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When God delivered the Childreu of I/rael out of E- 
ypt, he inſtituted the Paſſoyer to be atontinugl Remem- 
rance of that great Deliverance.'” If like manner our 

Bleſſed Saviour being now about to work out a much 
greater Deliverance for us,by offering up himfelfupon the 
Croſs for our Redemption, he deſign'd by this Sacrament 
co continue the memory of this Bleſſing, That © 2s often 
« .5 we eat of this Bread, and drink of this Cup, we might 
* ſhew forth the Lords Death till his coming. | 

That this Sacrament inſtituted for the like end which 
the Paſſover had been, and now for ever to ſucceed in its 
place, might be both the better underſtood,and the eaſier 
received by them, ' it pleaſed our Bleſſed Lord ro accom- 
modate himſelf as near as was poſſible to the Ceremonies 
and Phraſes they had before been uſed to. "He retain'd the 
Symbols, and even the Expreſſions they had ſo long been 
acquainted with, only hechanged theapplication of them 
to a new and more excellent Reman gh 

In the Jewiſb Paſſover, the Maſter of the Houſe took 

Bread, and brake it, and gave it to them, ſaying, © This is 
© the Bread of Afﬀiittion, which our Fathers eat in Egypt. 
In this holy Sacrament, our Saviour after the very ſame 
manner, took Bread, and brake it, and gave it to them, 
ſaying, © This is m7 Fog whith is broken for you; Do this 
in Remembrance of Me. © | 

Now as it is evideht, that that Bread which the Jews 

every Year took,and brake, and aid, * This is che Bread of 
« Afflittion which our Fathers eat in Egypt, was not that ve- 
ry Bread which their Anceſtors ſo many Generations be- 
fore had eaten there; but was deſign'd only to be the Type 
or Figure of it : So neither could pur Saviour's Diſciples ro 
whom he ſpake, and who, as being Jews, had ſo long been 
acquainted with that Phraſe, ever believe, that the Bread 
which he held in his Hand, which he brake and gave them, 
ſaying, © This is my Body which is broken for you; Do this in 
M Remem- 
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Remembrance of Me, was the very aQual real Body of 
Chriſt which they ſaw before them at the Table. They 
underſtood it, no doubt, to be the Type and Figure of that 
Body which was now about to be broken for them; as that 
Bread which the Maſter of the Feaſt, after the very ſame 
manner, was wont fobreak to them, was the Type of that 
Bread of Affliftiow which their Fathers had eaten in Eg ypr. 

Nor does thePhraſe, My Body, at all weaken, but ra- 
ther confirm this Idea, as being the ordinary expreſſion a- 
mong the Jews, whereby they called thePaſlover, The body 
of the Paſſover, The body of the Paſchal Lamb. It was there- 
tore uſed here by our Saviour with that alluſion, the more 
expreſly to lignity, that he was the true Paſſover now to 
be ſacrificed tor us, by whoſe Blood we were to be delive- 
red from the deſtroying Angel, and for the Remembrance 
whereof, we were theretore to keep this Ceremony as the 
Jews had done their Paſſover for the other. 

This we fuppole to be the undoubted Interpretation of 
this place. Monſieur de Meaux ought the leis to except 
againſt it,in that it wasthe original remark,not of any Pro- 
teftant,or of any other Party of Chriſtians diftering from 
the Church of Rome in this matter, but was objetted to 
them by the very Jews themſelves long before the Refor- 
ation, upon the {ame account. They ſhew'd by it, that 
in the DcQrine of this pretended Change, the Church of - 
Rome had evidently oppoſed the deſign of our Saviour's 
Inſtitution, and advanced an Izterpretation,which noone 
accuſtomed to the Jewiſh Notiozs, as the Apoltles were, 
could ever have underſtood to be his meaning. 

The deſign of this diſcourſe permits me not to proceed 
toany more particular vindication ofthis Expoſition, nor 
ro mention many other Arguments moreuſually propoſed; 
and wherein it has clearly been ſhewn, that they have not 
only the Holy Scripture, and the fig of our Bleſſed Savi- 
avy 10 this Sacrament, but Sexſe, Keaſon, Antiquity, whats 

oever 


ſoever 1s able to furniſh ao Argument, all unanimouſly a- 
gainſt them : It remains only to-examine whether what 
Monſieur de Fear x has propoſed, be any thing more rea- 
{onable, that ſv we may geon to the Conſequences efta- 
bliſhed upon this Foundation, | 

Where firſt we cannot conceive why Monſieur de Meaxx, 
deſigning to eſtabliſh the Expoſition of the Holy Euchariſt 
upon the Analogy which it has to the Jewilh Saevifices, 
ſhould fly oft to the nature of their Sacrifices in general, 
where the parallel is neither ſo clear,nor ſo uncontrovert- 
ed,as to produce any neceſſary conſequence from the allu- 
ſion.It would certainly have been more reaſonable to com- 
pare it, as we have done, with that particular Sacrifice of 
the Paſſover to which it ſucceeded, and from which there» 
fore, it any, muſt be ſhewed the deſign of it. But we will 
clear the whole difficulty in a Refleftion or two, and 
prove, that what has been offered to us as a convincing 
Argument, is, opon a nearer view, a meer Fallacy. 

And 1. We deſire it may be obſerved, That the Peace- 
Offerings under the Law weredeſigned as an acknowledg- 
ment on the Peoples part, for thoſe temporal Blefſings 
which it pleaſed God to beſtow upon them. And becauſe 
after the Sacrifice of Iſaac, God firſt entred into the Cove- 
nant with Abraham, and promiſed him his Blefing,and to 
be his God, and the God of his Seed after him; it ſeems 
to have been further their intention in all theſe Sacrifices, 
to call to remembrance that Offering of 1/aac as the toun- 
dation of all thoſe Bleflingsfor which theie Sacrifices were 
appointed as a teſtimony of their Gratitude. 

2. That tho the Paſſover, like the Sacrifice of the Croſs, 
was hirft offered as aS:n-offering tor thedelivery of the tirit- 
born in the Land of Egype ; yer that yearly remembrance 
of it, whichGod afterwards eſtabli{h'd, was always eſteem- 
eda Peace-Offering;and indecd,the perpetual order of their 
Sacrifices clearly demonſtrates that it could be no MOT. 
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So that theParallel therefore, for the explaining the 
nature of the Holy Euchariſt, muſt be this : 

I. That as the Jews ate of their Peace-Offerings in Ge- 
neral, to call to mind the Sacrifice of Iſaac, and give God 
thanks for thoſe Bleſſings which they received by it; andof 
that of the Paſſover in particular, in memory of Gods deli- 
wvering them out of Egypt : So the Chriſtians partake of this 
bleſſed Sacrament,in memory of thatdeliverance which the 
Sacrifice of the Croſs of Chriſt, whom both Iſaac and the 
Paſchal Lamb ſlain in Egypt typified, has purchaſed for them. * 

2. That as the Peace-offer:ng which the Jews ate, was not 
changed into the Subſtance of that firſt Sacrifice whereof 
it was the remembrance, but was eaten as a figure Or com- 
memoration Of it ; fo the Chriſtians in their Sacrament are 
not to think the Bread and Wine which Chrift has appoin- 
ted tobe our Peace-offering,{hould be changed into the ver 
ſubſtance of that Body which was offered for us upon the C as 
but to be received only as Types of it. For thus was the 
Peace-offering in general, a 7 ype of Iſaac, and the Paſſover 
in particular, the Typeof that firſt Lamb,which was ſlain 
for their deliverance 1n the Land of Eg yp. ' 

When therefore Monſieur de Measxtells us,that the Jews 
ate the proper fleſh of their Peace-offering : we an{wer,that ſo 
do we the proper ſubſtance of ours; we eat the Bread which 
Chriſt appointed to be the remembrance of that deliverance 
which he has purchaſed for us, as the Body of the Lamb 
was commanded by God to be the remembrance of theirs. 

Monſieur de Meaux adds, That the Jews were forbid- 
den to parrake of the proper fleſh of their Six-ofering, 
and of the Blood, becauſe that a perfei# Remiſſion was not 
then obtain'd, and that therefore by the Rule of Contraries, 
we ought now to eat of Ours, becaule a full {atisfaCtion is 
now made by Chriſt. 

For reply to which,it might ſuffice to ſay,that this rule 


of Contraries,ſhould we follow it according to the Letter, 
would 
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would lead Monſieur de Meaux into ſo many Abſurdities, 
that he would be forced himſelfto abjure his own Princi- 
ple. MIS this Rule, the Apoſtles could not have 
eaten the Fleſh of Chriſt before his Reſurre&ion ; the 
Prieſts under the Law being commanded not to eat of the 
Sin-Offering _ the third day, and therefore by the rule 
of Contraries they could not partake of it before. 

Monſieur de Meaux may pleaſe to conſider how far he 
will approve of this Concluſion : In the mean time as to 
his Objetion, we have before ſaid,that the remembrance 
we make in the Holy Euchariſt, like that of the Poſchal 
Feaft among the Fews,Fhews it to be a Peace-Offering ; and 
for the reſt, if, as Monſieur de Meavx pretends the Blood 
was myſtically forbid under the Law, to ſhew that a per- 
fe remiſſion of Sins was not then obtain'd; It will follow, 
that for the contrary reaſon,Chriſt appointed the Cup to be 
received in this Holy Sacr ament, to teſtifie that full remiſſion 
which his Blood has purchaſed for us. The Church of Rome 
therefore in refuſing the Cup to the People, not only vi- 
olates the expreſs Command of our Blefled Saviour ; bur 
according to Monſieur de Meaux's Principles,teaches them 
by it, that a full remiſſion of Sins is not yet obtain'd,even 
by the precious Blood of Chriſt himſelf. 

It may by this appear what little advantage Monſieur 
de Meaux can get to juſtify their DoQtrine of the corporeal 
Preſence of Chriſt in the Euchariſt, from the Analogie of 
the ancient Sacrifices, which do clearly and neceffarily e- 
ſtabliſh the contrary. For what remains of this Diſcourſe 
we are but little concerned in it, 

We confeſs this Sacrament to be ſomewhat more than: 
a meer Figure; but we deny that therefore it mult be his 
very Body. We acknowledge the power of God, to do what- 
ever he pleaſes : Yet Monſieur de Meau.x may pleaſe to con- 
ſider, that Contradiftions, fuch as to be, and not to be at 
the ſame time, are even in their own Schools uſually ex-- 

cepted. 
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cepted. Monſieur de Meaus fappoſes, that becaufe Chriſt 
did not explain his words in the figsrativeSenſe, the A- 
poſtles ruſt needs have underftood them in the Literal. 
B1t we have before fhewed, that r4&+ Jews, whoare cer- 
rainly the beft Judges,are of a quite contrary opinion,viz. 
Thar his Apoltles knowing his alluſion as they did, could 
never have underſtood them otherwiſe than in a Figure. 
Ina word, forhis laſt Remark, ©* That the Laws of diſ- 
<* toarſe, which permit, that where there ts a juſt Proportion 
* between the Sign ani the thing fignified, the one may be put 
T for the other ; Tet faffer it not to be ſo, when a Morſel of 
© Bread, for inſtance, is ſet to repreſent the Body of a Man : 
We mutt beg leave to fay, that neither is the Proportion 
ſo ſmall betwixt the Bread broken and Chrift's Body broken, 
as Monſieur de Meanx would ſnggeft; Or, that if there 
were, vet fince our Saviour's inſtitution has ſet the' one 
ro reprefent tous the other; we think that deſignation 
ought to be of more Authority with us,than all their new 
Laws of Diſcourſe; invented purpoſely only to ſet the 
fairer Gloſs upon ſo great and apparent an Error. 


ARTICLE XVL 


Do this in Remembrance of Me. 


; i E Explication of the preceding Artxle, having 
engaged us toa length extraordinary, we will en- 
deavour to recompence 1t by our ſhortneſs in this. 

We are entirely agreed, that the Intention of the Son 
of God was to oblige us by theſe words to commemorate 
that Death which he underwent for our Salvation. We 
confeſs, that that real Preſence which we ſuppoſe in the 
Communion, do's nor at all contradi& the Nature of this 
Commemoration. We are perfuaded, that as the Jews 


eating of their Peace-Offering,which was the RY 
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Do this in Remembaance of. Me. * 
of God's Covenant, and particularly of the Paſſover, the 
Type of that Paſchal Lamb that was offered for them in E- 
gypt, called to mind the Sacrifice of 1aac, and that great 
Deliverance God had wrought for them,in bringing them 
up out of the Land of Bondage : So whilit we eat of thoſe 
Holy Elements which our. Saviour Chriſt has inſtituted, 
like the Peace-Offering among the Jews, to perpetuate the 
Memory of his Death, We call to mind the more lively 
that great Deliverance which He has wrought for us, and 
render Thanks for it, and by Faith and Repentance apply 
to our ſelves the Merits of it. | 

Thus whilſt we receive theſe Holy Signs which he has 
inſtituted for our Memorial, we need no real Deſcent of 
the Son of God from Heaven ; no new Crucifying of the 
Lord of Glory to raiſe in our Souls thoſe juſt reſentments 
we ought to have of ſo excellent a Bleſſing. But as a Child 
cannot but recollett rhe Kindneſs and 1n.ofa dear 
Father, as often as he beholds the Monument where his 
dead Body lies interred : So we much more, cannot chuſe 
but excite our Love to our blefſed Redeemer, as often as 
we {ce before our Eyes thele Sacred Elementsunder which 
he 1s vailed. Nor 1s it neceffary for this,.. that this My- 
ftick Tomb, as Montieur de Meazx phrates it, ſhould any 
more be changed into the ery real Body of our Saviour to 
raiſe this remembrance, than that natural One into the 
dead Corps of the Father, to recall the tender Aﬀections 
of his Child at the fight of it. 

Ina word; As we will not now move any Argument 
from the nature of this remembrance, to oppoſe that {ub- 
{antial change, which we have before combated on more 
{olid grounds; {o we ſuppoſe much leſs ought Monſieur 
de Meaux from the {ole opinion of that more Lwely remen- 
brance, which he unagines the aQtual cating of the very 
- Fleſh of Chriſt would raiſe in us, than only to do it in a 
Figure, to conclude him to be ſubſtantially there: Tt be- 
ing 
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ing evident, that they who believe this change, and they 
who believe it not, receive him entirely alike. They ſee, 
and taſte, and feel the ſame thing: It is Faith alone which 
works in both, and makes the one believing him firitual- 
ly preſent, to remember him with the ſame Love, to ho- 
nour him with the ſame Reverence,and embrace him with 
the ſame Hope, as the other, who thinks him corporeally, 
but yet after a manner altogether unperceivable,contain'd 
under the ſacred Elements that are preſented to him, 


ARTICLE XVIL 


The Doftrine of the Church of England, concerning 
this Holy Sacrament. 


T H E ſum of our belief as to the nature of this Holy 
Sacrament, is this : 

Weelſteem it deſigned by Chriſt to be a perpetual Me- 

morial of his Suffering for us: © That ſo as of ten as we eat 
1 Cor. He 26+ « of this Bread, aud drink of this Cup, we might (hew forth 
* the Lord's Death till his coming. 

We believe that in this Communion, we do not only 
remember, but effeftually partake of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
and all the benefits of his Paſſion; Inſomuch that to © /ach 

— 23 < «rightly, and worthily, and with Faith receive the F can 

| excicit®  Uppe Bread which we break is a partaking of the Body of C hriſt, 

| « and likewiſe the Cup of the Bleſſivg, u « partaking of the 
<* Blood of Chriſt. ; 

<ce the fame _ For the manner of this Participation, © We believe that 

Arcicle. «* the Body and Blood of Chriſt, are given, taken, and eaten in 
* this Supper, only after a heavenly and ſpiritual manner ; 
«© and that the means whereby this is done, ts Faith. 

The Game ar. © We believe that the wicked and ſuch as are void of Faith, 

ticle. * ths they may wiſibly and carnally preſs with their Teeth, as 

"$t. 
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&« $t. Auguſtine ſaith, the Sacrament of the Body and Blood 

* of Chriſt, yet are no way partakers of Chriſt, but rather, as 

© St. Paul rells us, eat and arink their own Damnation, not 1 Cor. 11. 

* diſcerning the Lord'"s Body. ; 

In a word, © Webelieve that Tranſubſtantiation, or the The fame Ar- 

* change of the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine into the ſubſtance *le- 

* of C Iris Body and Blood, can never be proved by Holy 

** Scripture, but is repugnant thereunto; contrary to the in- 

© tention of our Bleſſed Saviour, and to the nature of this 

* Holy Sacrament ; and has given cauſe to many great abuſes, 

as in the following Article, we ſhall have occaſion more 
particularly to ſhew. | | 

This is our Faith of this Holy Euchariſt : And in this 

Faith we are confirmed not only by thoſe unan{werable 

Proofs which our Writers have given, and ſome of which 

we have before touch'd. upon ; but alfo from thoſe irre- 
concilable Difterences which this Error has thrown the 

Writers of the Church of Rome into. In effeft we find ||Lomb.4.ſent, 
every Party expoſing the falſeneſs and impoſſibility of W&"": 4.diſt 
every ones - Hypotheſis but his own. Their greateſt Men 11.9. 3. 
confeſs the uncertainty of their own Proofs. © That there | Bellarm.de 
« i; not in Scripture any formal proof of Tranſubſtantiati> c. 23, 0. Fe. 
on. S0 || Lombard, * Scotus, and many others, © That there cundo dicir. 
© & not any, that without the Declaration of the Church as 4g 
« ould be able to evince it. | $9 Cardinal Bellarmine hims- 0pinion. 

ſelf confeſſes; © That had not the Church declared her ſelf * .3-D.Th. 


l « Art, 1. 
* for the preper ſenſe of the words, the other might with as [cc Scotus ci- 


© 700d warrant have been received. 9 ſays * Cardinal Ca- _ A _ 
« ietan; © That if the words of C onſecration refer to the C2nC —= 


&« Bread, which is changed by them, then they muſt be taken in tamen. 


Þ — —S 4 . So alſo Gabriel! 
our ſenſe. So the generality of that Communion con- 5 44s Gabriel 


feſſe. In a word, || * That this Dotrine was no matter of T.z, diſp. $0. 


« Faith till the Council of Lateran, 1200 Tears after Chriſt; —_ As 
* 1nd that had not that and the Council of Trent ſince in- (,. gig 117 
* rerpoſed, it wonld not have been ſo to this very day. lir, A, 

'N 


And 


$$ 


Concerning the Holy Excharift. 

And fiere ho cati dfitift but adittire the Power of 
Truth? That after ſo tiatiy outcries againft us, for Op- 
doſing a Dorine which they would inake the World be- 
__ 1s asclear as if it were written with a Ray of the 
Sun ; after ſo many Anathema's againſt us for Hereticks 
and Schiſmaticks, arid ten thouſand repetitions of their 
great Scriptum , This is my Body : they ſhould at laſt be 
orced to confefs, * That they are not, cannot, nor ave tver 
* like to be agreed in the Explication of them. That they 
« contain nothing in them neceſſaty to prove this thange, 
© That had not the Charch declared it ſelf for the literal 
* Meaning ; the figurative Interpretation might with as good 
E reaſon have been received. That for 1200 Tears this Do- 
* ttrine was no mattet of Faith, and but for the Council of 
* Lateran had nor been then. In ſhort, that if” the words 
* of Inſtitstion refer to the Bread, then are we doubtleſs in 
* the right. And if they do not, how will they ever 
prove the change which they pretend is made of the 
Bread into the Body of Chriſt by them ? 

Certainly, Confeſſions, ſuch. as theſe, ought to awake 
every Papiſt careful of his own Salvation, into an unpre- 
judiced Examination at leaſt of thefe things ; 'To er 
what Foundation there really is for this DoQrine, arid 
what deſperate Conſequences, unknown to Antiquity, 
contrary to the formal words of Holy Scriptute ; and 
without God's infinite Mercy, abſolutely deſtrutive of 
their eternal Salvation, have been built upon it. 

As we hope that theſe Declarations have been petmit- 
ted by God to fall from the greateſt and moſt eſteerned of 
their Church, not only ro confirm us in our Faith, but 
alſo to prepare the way for their return to that Catholick 
Truth from which they have fo long erred; ſo we doubt 
not, by God's Bleſſing, but that they will in time attain 
to it ; when being ſenfible of that tyrannical Uftrpation 
that has been mide over their Confciences, and reſolved 

ro 
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to uſe that Knowledg God has given them, to ſearch the 
Scriptures, and examine their Faith, and not ſervily fol- 
low every Guide that will but pretend to lead them ; 
They ſhall ſeriouſly and indifferently weigh all theſe 
things, and find that therefore only they have thought us 
in Darkneſs, becauſe their own Eyes were ſhut that they 
might not diſcern the Light. 


ARTICLE xXyil ®* 
Of Tranſubſtantiation, and of the Adoration of 


the Hof. 


WWF remains of this Subje& of the Holy Euchariſt, 
| being wholly conſequent upon the foregoing mif- 
taken interpretation of the Words of our Blefſed Saviour 
before conſidered ; we ſhould have paſſed them over as 
things we have in effe already declared, that the Church 
of Eygland receives not ; but that weare perfwaded the 
particular conſideration of them will yet more fully ſhew 
= falſeneſs of that Foundation upon which they are 
built. 

Monfieur de Meawx, in proving the Corporeal Preſence 
of Chriſt in the Holy Euchariſt, from the words of In- 
ſtitution, © This s my Body, had ſomething that at leaſt 
ſeemed to favour his Miſtake ; but to produce them here 
for Tranſubftantiation, that is, not only to argue the 
Preſence of Chriſt's Subſtance, but alſo the change of the 
Subſtance of the Bread and Wine into it, he has not the 
leaſt appearance of the 'Text for him. | 

Indeed, were there no other way for Chriſt to be pre- 
ſent in the Eucharift, but only þ this change ; it might 
then be allowed that having, as he imagines, proved the 
one, he had in effeR —_— the other. But the _ 
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ber of thoſe who interpret the Words in like manner ac- 
cording to the Letter, yet are as great Enemies as our 
ſelves to this change ; and ſuppoſe Chriſt's Body to be 
preſent by a Union of it to the Bread, rather than by a 
Converſion of the Bread into it ; not only ſhews that there 
is no neceſſary conſequence at all between the real Pre- 
ſence, and Tranſubſtantiation, but that there is another 
manner of Chriſt's Preſence, both more agreeable to 
Holy —_— than that which they advance ; and that 
takes oft infinite Difficulties, which their Tra»ſubſtax- 
tiation involves them in. 

That the Subſtance of the Sacred Figures remains in 
this Sacrament after the Coxſecration, thoſe clear Expreſ- 
ſions of St. Paul, wherein he ſo often calls them * Bread 
and Wine after it, ſeem to us plainly to ſhew : Þ To break 
Bread, the Holy Scripture tells us was the uſual Phraſe all 
the time of the Apoſtles, for receiving the Holy Commus- 
nion; and which the Bleſſed Spirit himſelf diftated. 
Theſe Paſſages Monſieur de Meaux certainly ought not 
to put off with a figurative meaning, unleſs he can give 
us ſome good Reaſon why he follows the High road of 
the literal Interpretation in the one, to eſtabliſh the Sub- 
ſtance of Chrift's Body in the Sacrament ; and forſakes it 
in the other, to take away the Preſence of the Bread 
trom 1t. 

For the Adoration of the Hoſt, The Church of Exgland, 
conſequently to her Principles of the Bread and Wine's 
remaining in their natural Subſtances, profeſles that ſhe 
thinks it © 70 be Idolatry, and to be abhorred of all faithful 
* Chriſtians. 

Monſieur de Meaux, in conformity to theirs, tells us ; 
© That the preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Euchariſt, ought 
© ro carry all ſuch as believe it without all ſcruple to the 4- 


« doration of it. This therefore being taken as a Princi- 


ple acknowledged by them ; it may not be amiſs to ob- 
ſerve, 
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ſerve, that ſince it is certain, that neither Chriſt nor his 
Apoſtles qr or prattiſed, nor the Church for\a-- 
bove 1000 Years required or taught any Adoration of this / 
Holy Sacrament ; neither could they, according to: Mon=: ' 
ſieur de Meaux's Principles, have believed the Corporeal 
Preſence of our Bleſſed Saviourin it. 

Is there any of the Evangeliſts that mention it? 
They all tell us, Take, Eat ; Do this in remembrance of me. 
= does any one.add, Thw is my Body, fall down and wor- 

Ip ut ? 

When St. Pax! reproved the Corinthians for violating 1 Cor.11.20, 

this Holy Sacrament ; is it poſſible he could have omit-** 
ted ſo obvious a Remark, and ſo much to his purpoſe ; 
Thar in profaning this Holy Sacrament, they were not 
only guilty of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which it 
was inſtituted to repreſent to us ; but even direQly af- 
fronted their Bleſſed Maſter corporally preſent there 
and whom inſtead of profaning, they ought, as they 
had been taught, to Adore in it ? | 

With what ſimplicity do the Ancient Fathers ſpeak of 
this Communion 1n all their Writings ? The Elevation of 
the Sacred Symbols was not heard of till the Seventh 
Century ; and then uſed only to repreſent the lifting up 
of Chriſt upon the Crols, not to expoſe it to the People 
to adore it. The Bell, the Feaſt of” the St. Sacrament, the 
Pomp of carrying it through the Streets, all the other Cir- 
cumſtances of this Worſhip, are- inventions of yeſter- 
day. The expoling of it upon the Altar to make their 
Prayers before it ; their Addreſles to it in times and caſes 
of neceſlity ; their performing the chiefeit AQts of Re- 
ligionin its preſence, never. mentioned in Antiquity. 

Nay, inſtead of this Worſhip, they did many things 
utterly inconſiſtent with it. "They diſputed with the 
Heathens for worſhipping Gods their own Hands had made. 

Was it ever objected to them, that they themſelves did 
| the 
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The Ador ation of. the Foft. 
the fame? Worſhip a Deity whoſe ſubſtance they firſt 
formed, and then ſpoke it into a God ? They burnt in 
ſome Churches mhat remained of the Holy Sacrament. They 
permitted the People to carry it home, that had communi- 
cated : They ſent it abroad by Sea, by Land, without any 
the leaſt regard, that we can find, had to its Worſhip - 
They buried it with their Dead ; they made Plaiſters of 
the Bread; they mix'd the Wine with their Ivk. Theſe 
certainly were np inſtances of Adaration : Nor can we 
poſſibly ſuppoſe that they who did ſuch things as theſe, 
ever believed that it was the very Body and Blood of their 
dear Maſter, whom they ſo much loved ; and whom 
doubtleſs they would have been as ready to have wor- 
ſhipped, had they ſo believed; as both Monſieur de 
Meaux fuppoles they ought to have been, and as we ſee 


others, for the reft no more pious than thoſe Primitive 
Chriſtians were, now to do it. 


ARTICLE XIX. 
Of the Sacrifice of the Maſs. 


A Third Conſequence of the Corporea! Preſence of 
Chriſt in the Holy Euchariſt, is the Sacrifice of the 
Mafſf : Ta which we ought to proceed with all the Cau- 
tion ſuch a Point requires, as both makes up the chiefeſt 
part of the Popiſh Worſhip, and is juſtly efteem'd one of 
the greateſt and moſt dangerous Errors that offends us. 

Monſieur de Mean x has repreſented it to us with fo 
much tenderneſs, that except perhaps it be his Founda- 
tion of the Corporesl Preſence on which he builds, and 
his Conſequence that this Service is 4 zrue and real Propi- 
tiatory Sacrifice, which his manner of expounding it we 
are perfwaded will never bear; there 1s little in it be- 
fides but what we could readily aſſent to, 


We 
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We ST the ewo Afts, which he mentidns, 
from ons . By the Conſecration we apply the 
Elements, before common, to a Sacted Uſe; by the Maz- 
ducation, we fulfil our Saviour's Command ; © We take, 
* and ear, and do this in Yemembrance of Hime. 

This oy my being ſeparately made of his = 
broken, his Blood Bile for our Redemption, we m_y_ e 
repreſents to us our Bleſſed Lord in the figure of his 
Death, which thefe holy Syrtibols were inſtituted to con- 
tire the Memory of. And whilft thus with Faith we 
reprefent to God the Death of his Son, for the pardon of 
our Sins; weare perſwaded, that we-incline his Mercy 
the more readily to forgive therh. 

We do not therefore doubt, but that this preſenting 
to God Almighty the Sacrifice of our Bleſſed Lord, is a 
moſt effetual manner of applying his Merirs to us. 
Were thus all the Church of Roxze meant by her Propi- 
Fiatory Sacrifice, there is not ceftainily any Proreftant that 
would oppoſe her in it, | 

Where is that Chriſtian, that does not by Faith unite 
himſelf to his Saviour in this holy Communion ? That 
does not prefent him to God as his only Sacrifice and Pro- 
pitiation? That does not proteſt that he has nothing ro 
offer him but Jeſus Chriſt, and the Merits of his Death ? 
That conſecrates not all his Prayers by this Divine Offer. 
ing ? and whilſt he thus preſents to God the Sacrifice of 
his Son, does not learn thereby to preſent alſo himſelf a 
lively Sacrifice, holy, and acceptable in his ſight ? 

This is, 00 doubt, a Sacr5fice worthy a Chriftian, infi- 
nitely excecding all the Sacrifices of the Law. Whete 
the Knife is the Word, the Blood fbed pot bat in 4 fleare, 
tor is there any Death but in Rapreſentation, A Sacrifice 
{> far from taking ns off from that of the Crofs, that it 
unites us the more clofely to it ; repreſents it to us, and 
derives all its Virtue and Efficacy fem it. 

This 
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: Of the Sacrifice of. the Maſs. 

This is, if any other, truly the DofFrine of the Catho- 
lick Church, and ſuch as the Church of Exgland has never 
refuſed : and except it be our doubt of the Corporeal Pre- 
ſence, Monſieur de Meaux had certainly reaſon to-expeR, 
that there was nothing in this we could juſtly except a- 

ainſt, | 

. But now, that all this is ſufficient to prove the Maſs 
to be a © True and proper Sacrifice, truly and properly pro- 
« pitiatory for the Sins and Puniſhments, the Satisfattions 
«and Neceſſities of the Dead and Living ; and that to offer 
* this true ana proper Sacrifice, our Saviour Chriſt inſtitu- 
© red a true and proper Prieſthood, when he ſaid, Do this in 
«© Remembrance of Me : This is what we cannot yet un- 
derſtand,& what-we think we ought not ever to allow of. 

We know indeed, that the Primitive Church, called 
the holy Exchariſt a Sacrifice, in that large exrent of the 
Expreſhon, whereby the holy Scripture itiles every Re- 
ligious Performance, our Prayers, our T hankſoivings, our 
Vertues, our very Selves, Sacrifices to God: And accor- 
dingly in our own Liturgy, we do, without all {cruple, 


|dothe ſame. But when 1t comes to be ſet in eppoſition 
\ to a Sacrament, and to be conſidered in the true and pro- 


per {ignification of the Word ; we muſt, with all Anti- 
quity, needs profeſs, That we neither have, nor can we 
after that of Chriſt admit of any. 

Hence it 1s, that our Church following the Doctrine 
of the Holy Apoſtles and Primitive Chrittians, teaches ; 


See Article 31- *© That the Offering of Chriſt once made, is that proper Re- 


* demption, Propitiation, and Satisfattion for all the Sins of 
* rhe whole World; and that there is no other Satisfattion 
« for Sin but that alone. That the Application of Chriit's 
Death by Faith in the Holy Euchariſt, is made to all 
ſuch as with true Repantance receive the ſame, we un- 
doubtedly believe. We are perſwaded, that by our 
Prayers, which in this Holy Solemnity we never fail to 


ofter 


Of the Maſs. 
offer for the Wants and Neceflities, the Pardon and 
Forgiveneſs, not of our ſelves only, but of all Man- 
kind ; of thoſe who have not yet known the Faith 
of Chriſt; or, that knowing it, have prevaricated 
from the right way, we incline God's Mercy to be- 
come propitious unto them. Only we deny, that by 
this Holy Euchariſt,as by a true and proper Propitiato- 
ry Sacrifice, we can appeaſe God's Wrath for the ſins of 
the whole World ; can fulfil the fatisfaftions, and 
{ſupply the neceſſities of other men ; of the dead and 
the /iving ; of them that are abſent, and partake 
not of it. This we attribute to the Sacrifice of the | 
Croſs only ; and are per{waded that it cannot, without | 
derogation to the Merits of that moſt abſolute Re- 
demption which-was there purchaſed for us, be ap- 
plied to any other. | 

When we examine the firſt I»ſtitutiou of this holy 
Communion, we cannot perceive either in the words 
or action of our Bleſſed Saviour, any Sacrifical Ai 
or Expreſſion. © He took bread, and brake it, and gave 
* t tohis Diſciples, ſaying, Take, Eat, This is my Bo- 
&« dy which is given for you : Do this in Remembrance 
* of Me. | 

Ge Me de Meaux ſeems to imply, that the Conſe- 
cration made it a Sacrifice. But this Yaſquez tells us, 
that others think to be only a preparation to it, be- 
cauſe till after the Conſecration Chriſt is not there,and 
by Conſequence cannot be offered. 

The Council of Trex: ſeemsto refer it to the Obla- 


I, 3. D. Th. 
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tion : This Bellarmine oppoſes, becaule neither Chriſt 7-1: ——_ 


nor his Apoſtles uſed any. 

Bellarmine is-poſitive, that either Chriſt ſacrificed 
in Conſecrating & Eating, or there is no other Action 
in which he can be faid to have done it, Yet _ 
O this 
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this the greateſt part of that Communion rejeCt ; be- 
cauſe Eating is not Offering : and in the Ordination 
where the Prieft receives the power of Sacrificing, 
not any mention is made of it. In Effeft, Reaſon 
will tell us, That this is to partake of the Offering, 
not zo offer it ; and Monſieur de Meaux himſelt accor- 
dingly diſtinguiſhes the Two As of Conſecration 
and Manducation from one another, and refers the 
Sacrifice wholly to the former. 

If we conſider the Nature of a trac and proper Sa- 
crifice, they univerſally agree,that theſe Four "Things 
are neceſſarily required toit. 1. That what isOffer- 
ed be ſomething that is Viſible. 2. That of prophane, 
which it was before,it be now made ſacred. 3- That 
it be offered roGod. And, 4. by that offering ſufferan 
eſſential deſtruttion. 

Now we ſuppoſe, that the greateſt part of theſc 
Conditions are evidently wanting to this pretended 
Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body in the Maſs. 1. Ir is Invi- 


fible: They confeſs it. 2. Itwas never prophane,that 


it ſhould be made ſacred : They will not preſume to 
lay that it was. 3. It ſuffers no eſſeztial deſtruttion ; 
* The Blood is not fpilt but in a Myſtery, ſays Mon- 
© fieur de Meaux, nor is there any Death but in Repre- 
* ſentation. 

As therefore none of theſe things truly and properly 
agree to this holy Euchariſt ; ſo we ſuppoſe, that ne1- 
ther can it be truly and properly a Sacrifice. We are 
perſwaded, that the Offeriag it ſelf, like the xeceſſary 
and eſſential Properties of it, muſt be only 1g Figure 
and Repreſentation. This is what we willinzly allow 
Monſieur de Meaux,and what their own Principles do 
undoubtedly prove. 

For what our Saviour adds, © Do this in Remem- 

| * brance 
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* brance of Me. However the Council of Trent has 
Canonically reſolved it to be the Inſtitution of a 

true and proper Prie/thood, to offer this Sacrifice ; yet 

that it has no ſuch Proof, the preceding Diſcourle gee 5:7. ::, 
evidently ſhews. Our Saviour Chrjſt commanding cp. 1. 

his Apoſtles tro Do th#&, commanded them to Do no 

more than what himſelf had done: So that if he 
therefore did not Sacrifice himſelf, neither did he | 

give any Authority to them, or to their Succeſlors to | / 
Sacrifice. 7 


ARTICLE XX. 
Of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews. 


He Epiltle to the Hebrews ſo clearly eſtabliſhes 
our Doctrine, in oppoſition tothe pretended Sa- 
crifice of the Maff, that Monſieur de Meaux had cer- 
tainly reaſon to enter on a particular conſideration of 
it. We will, after his Example, follow the ſame Me- 
thod, and ſhew the whole Deſign of that Sacred 
Book to be directly contrary to the Principles of the 
Roman Church, | 
Monſieur de Meaux obſerves, that the Author of 
this Epiſtle concludes, that there ought not only zo 
other Vittim to be offered for Sin after that of Chriſt, but 
that even Chriſt himſelf ought no: to be any more offer- 
ed. Now,the Reaſon which the Apoltle gives,is this ; 
Becauſe that otherwiſe, ſays he, Chriſt muſt often have Heb.g.25,25. 
ſuffered : Plainly implying, that there can be no zrae 
Offering without Suffering. So that in the Maſs then, 
either Chriſt muſt Syffer, which Monſieur de Meaux 


denies, or he is not Offered, which we affirm. 
O 2 This 
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This is ſo evidently the meaning of that place,and 
ſo often repeated, © That without Blood, there is no 
* Remiſſion ; that Monſieur de Meaux 1s forced freely 
to declare, that if we take the word Offer as it is uſed 
in that Epiſtle, they muſt profeſs to the whole 
World, that Chriſt is no more Offered, either in the 
Maſs, or any other way. Now, how theſe things can 
ſtand together, that the Epiſtle to the Hebrews con- 
tradiQs not the Offering of the Maſs,and yet that the 
ſame Epiſtle abſolutely declares, that Chriſt can no 
more be Offered, becauſe he can no more Suffer ; nor 
any more become 4 Propitiatery Sacrifice, becauſe with- 
out Blood there is no Prepitiation : All which Monſieur 
dae Meaux allows, and profeſſes to the whole World, 
that in the Notion of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
Chriſt is not offered in the Maſs, nor can be any where 
elſc, weare not very well able to comprehend, 

But that Epiſtle goes yet further. It tells us, that 
Chriſt ought to be but once offered ; becauſe © by that 
* one Offering he has fully ſatisfied for our Sins, and 
* has perfetted for ever them that are Sandtified. If 
therefore by that firſt Offering he hath fully ſatisfied 
tor our Sins, there is then © xo.more need of any Offer- 
« ing for Sin : If by that firſt Sacrifice he hath per- 
* fetted for ever them that are ſanitified,the Mals cer- 
tainly muſt be altogether needleſs to make any addi- 
tion to that which 1s already perfet. Ina word, if 
the Sacrifices of the Law were therefore repeated, as 
this Epiſtle tells us, becauſe they were imperfett; and 
had they been otherwiſe, they ſhould have ceaſed to 
have been offered. What can we conclude, but the 
Church of Rome then, in every Maſs ſhe offers, does 
violence to the Croſf off Chriſt ; and in more than one 
{enſe, Crucifies to her ſelf the Lord of Glory. 

Laſtly; 
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Refledtions on the foregoing Doftrine. 69 
Laſtly ; The Council of Trext declares, that be- 
cauſe there is a new and proper Sacrifice to be offered, 
it was neceſſary that our Saviour Chriſt ſhould inſti- 
tute a new and proper Prieſthood to offer it. - And ſo 
they ſay he did, after the Order of Melchiſedeck, in Heb. 7. 3. 
oppoſition to that after the Order of Aaroz under the 
Law. Now certainly nothing can be more contrary 
to this Epiſtle than ſuch an Aſertion : Both whole 
deſcription of this Prieſthood ſhews it can agree onl 
to our Bleſſed Lord ; and which indeed in expreſs 
terms declares it to be peculiar to him. It calls it az ia. v. 25. 
wnchangeable Prieſthood, that paſſes not to any other, 
as that of Aaroz did from Father to Son, but conti- 
nues in him only, becauſe that he alſo himſelf conti- 


nues for evermore. 


ARTICLE XX. 
Refleftions on the foregoing DotFrine. 


Nd here then let us conjure our Brethren of 

the Church of Rome ſeriouſly to conſider theſe 

things ; and into what deſperate Conſequences that 

great Error of the Corporeal Preſence has inſenſibly 
ted them. 

Can any thing be more raſh or more uncharitable, 
even the Literal Interpretation of this Holy Eucha- 
riſt being allow'd,than their Cazon of Tranſ\bſantia. 
ti0a? To cut of from their Communion the greateſt 
and moſt Orthodox part of the Chriſtian Church, 
only for a Nicety ; 4 manner of Preſence, which nei- 
ther has the Scripture any where reyealed,and which 
they themſelves never underſtood. ; 

S. 
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Excd. 32. 5. 


I cv. 10. 


Joh. 15. 2. 
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Refleftions on the foregomg Doctrme. 


Is it poſſible for Men to fall into a groſſer or more 
dangerous Error, than to ſet up a Wafer for their 
God; and pay a divine Worſhip zo a morſel of Bread ? 
Shall their good Intentions ſecure them ? Had not 
the 1/raelites a good Intention to ** hold a Feaſt unto 
the Lord, when they worſhipped the Molten Calf ? 
Were they therefore not Idolaters for it ? Had this 
Leen a ſufficient Excuſe, Nadab and Abihu had not 
been puniſhed : Their Intention was certainly good, 
to burn Incenſe to the Lord. The Jews had a good in- 
tention even in c/ucifying the Lord of Gdory : St. Paul 
thought ir Zeal to perſecute his Diſciples. Our 
Blefled Saviour has foretold, and we live to ſee it 
accompliſhed, rhat the time ſhould come when Men 
ſhould kill their Brethren, and think they did God 
good ſervice. The Church of Rowe may do well to 
conlider whether their good Intention will juſtify 
them that doit; and whether both in this, and that, 
they do not run a deſperate hazard, if it appear that 
they have no other Plea than a well-meant miſtake to 
excule them. 

For our parts, we muſt needs profeſs that theſe 
Things give us not only a Scandal, but a Horror for 
their Religion. Monſieur de Meawx had certainly 
reaſon to ſay, that this is the chiefeſt and moſt impor- 
zant of all our Controverſies, and wherein we are at 
the fartheſt diſtance from one another. And would 
ro God they had only offended us by theſe Errors ; 
and had not expoſed our common Name to the re- 
proach of the very Heathen ; who have been con- 
armed by them in their Ido/atry, and thought it more 
rational to adore a Stock or a Stone, than with the 
Chriſtians to Worſhip this moment what they Eat 
the very next. 

But 
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Bur monſieur de Meaux thinks we have no reaſon 
to appear ſo obſtinate againſt them, who declare our 
ſelves ſo favourably towards the Lutherans, who yet 
are involved in the ſame Error. *Tis true we believe 
the Lutherans miſtaken in their Literal interpretation 
of this Holy Sacrament. But we are per{waded 
they are infinitely Iſs ſo, and leſs dangerouſly than 
the Papitts. | 

They confeſs that there is no change made in the 
Subſtanee of the Sacred Elements. They believe that 
the Bread and Wine continue in their proper Natures, 
and that Chriſt's Body is preſent only when he is recei- 
ved. They adore not the Holy Encharift : They found 
no Propitiatory Sacrifices npon it : They ſay no Maſſes 
for the ſins and ſatisfattions, for the wants and neceſſi- 
ties of the Dead andthe Living : They deny not the Cup 
to the People; their Erronr in one word, whatſoever 
it be,is only a matter of ſimple belief; has no ill con- 
ſequences attending it, nor do they damn us for not 
recetving It. 

Let the Church of Rowe doallthis:Let them raze 
their Azathema's out of their Councils, and baniſh 
their Maſſes and Adorations out of their Churches ; 
Let them no longer ſcandalize us with any unwarran- 
table praQtices, nor deſire to enſlave our Conſciences | 
by ſubmitting them to their own inventions; and} ; 
though we ſhall ſtill think Tranſubtantiation to be | / 
the greater Error, yet will we receive them with the { 
ſame charity we do the Lutherans : We will pray to 
God to give them a better underſtanding, but will 
not drive them from our Communion, for matters of 
ſimple belief, and which are only to themſelves, tho 


they be wrong. 


But 


73 


RefleFions on the foregoing Dofrine. 

But till then, in vain do's Monſieur de Meaux ex- 
hort us to conſider the ways of providence to brin 
us to a Union which God 'knows' we could be olad 
to have on any terms but the loſs of Truth. In the 
mean time if the Church of Rome in good earneſt 
thinks, that as we tolerate the foundation-of all theſe 
Errours, the Corporeal preſence; © Lutheranslowe 
ought to' bear the conſequences UF it in them : Let 
them at leaſt do what the Lntherans have done ; let 
them embrace our Communion ;' let them leave oft 
to perlecnte us where they have power, and to damn 
us wheretliey have'not';* let them receive us as Bre- 
thren, not lorÞitovertts as our Maſters. This will 
make us hope that they are fihcere when they conjure 
us to be at peace'withthem ;' and they may juſtly then 
accule of 3 Irtiality,- if we continue to repute them 
as Enemtes, when they will be thus content to love, 
and reCive,' 2nd Yeal with us as Friends. 
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AR TICLE. XXL 


Of Communicating only, under one kind. 


His 1s the laſt-of thoſe.-Conſequences that give us 

a juſt deteſtation- for- that:great Errour of the 
Corporeal preſencoilwhichtheyrgre founded, It is ſo 
plainly contrary eorhoexprels Command. of our Bleſ- 
ſed Saviour, that weure-periwaded:tit; has pleaſed 
God to ſuffer them'tsfall into .it,,0n;purpoſe to cor- 
reQ that vanity whereby-rhey:. have.fo proudly aſpi- 
red to an Opinien-of Tufulhibility! That whillt they 
lord it over Mens Conſciences; :and will not ſo much 
as 


of Communion under Gne kind. 73 
as.givethem leave to ask thema Reaſon of what they 
do, they might here at laſt be ſurpriſed in an Error 
which the moſt vulgar Eye isable to diſcern. 

The Church of Englaxd,conformable to all Antiqui- 
ty,declares, *© That the Cup ought not to be deny'd to the See our zoth 
* Lay-people ; foraſmuch as both parts of the Lord's Sa- "le. 
* crament by Chriſt's Ordinance and Commandment, 
* ought to be miniſtred to all Chriſtian Mex alike. 

For indeed, Did not he who faid of the Bread, 
© Take, Eat, this is nty Body, ſay allo of the Wine,with 
the ſame expreſlineſs, © Drink ye all of this, for this is 
« 2zy Blood of the New Teſtament which is ſhed for you 
« for the remiſſion of Sins ? 

Did not he who commanded them, ©* Ds this iz re- 
& membrance of Me, for the Bread, even according to 
their own Conſtruction, Take and Conſecrate, and 

ive to Others, as I have done to you; command them 
be the,Cup in like manner, © Do #h, 4. e. conſecrate, 
and give it to Others, as I have done to you, ix re- 
membrance of Me ? 

We confeſs, That the Grace of God is not tied to the 
outward Signs : Yet we think withal, that without 
taking the outward and viſible Signs, we can have no 
pretence to the inward and ſpiritual Grace of that 
Holy Sacrament ; which deriving all its Efe& from 
our Saviour's Promiſe, we can have no ſecurity that 
it ſhall have any good one to them, who do not re- 
ceive it according to his 1/titution. 

' Had Chriſt eſteemed it ſufficient for us to receive 
the Blood in the Body, we ſuppoſe he would not have 
conſecrated the Cup afterwards. Burt if it was our Savi- 
our's pleaſure, that to commemorate the more lively 
his Paſſion, we ſhould take his Bloodas it was ſpilt for 


our Redemption, ſeparate _ his Body; we think 
it 
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Of Communicating under One kind. 


it an I on for us to make our 
ſelves wiſer than God, and ſay, that it is ſufficient to 
participate of Both in One. 

Monſieur de Meavx has received {o full an Anſwer 
upon this point, from the Reply made to his Treatiſe 
written purpotely on this Subje&, that he will have 
no cauſe to — of us for not repeating here, 


what has been fo fully and fo ſucceſsfully handled 
there. 
Only as tothat Negh of theſe latter Ages, 


which he is pleaſed to alledge as the reaſon of this 
change ; We muft needs fay, that God be thanked, 
we cannot obſerve any ſuch Negligence of this holy 
Communionin our Churches, where yet this holy Sa- 
crament is adminiſtred to as large Congregations,and 
with as great frequency as any where among Them. 
Both our Prieſts and the People, give and receive it 
with that Careand Reverence, that we find as little 
groundsfor any ſuch pretence, as there is reaſon in it, 
were it never ſo true, tojuſthe ſo great and unwar-= 
rantable a Change. 


PART 
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PART II. 


OF THE 


CHURCH: 


| ARTICLE XXUI 
Of the Word Written and Unwritten. 


UR Bleſſed Saviour having founded his 

Church upon the Word which He preach- 

ed, we confeſs, that the unwritten Word, 

as to that Goſpel which he preached, was 

the firſt Rule of Chriſtians. But God Almighty fore- 

ſeeing how liable ſuch a Rule muſt have been to infi- 

nite Inconveniencies, thought fit to have that Word 

which was firſt ſpoken by Mouth,afterwards confign- 

edtoWriting. By which means the Word written 

and «z7written were not Two different Rules, but as 

to all neceſſary Matters of Faith, one and the ſame : 

And the «-written Word fo far from loſing its Autho- 

rity, that it was indeed the more firmly EſtabliſH'd, 

* by beingthusdelivered to us by the Holy Apoſtles 
and Evyangeliits. 


P 2 We 
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The Authority of the Church. 
We receive with the ſame Veneration whatſoever 
comes from the Apoſtles, whether by Scripture or 
Tradition, provided that we can be aſſured that it 
comes from them. And if it can be made appear, 
that any Traditions which the Written Word con- 
tains not, has been received by Alf Churches, and in 
All Ages, we are ready to embrace it, as coming, from: 
the Apoltles. | 
Monſieur de Meaux therefore ought not to charge 
us as Enemies t0 Tradition, or obſtinate not to receive 
what is delivered. Our Church rejetts not Tradi- 
tion, but only thoſe things which they pretend to have 
received by it : But which we ſuppoſe to be fo far 
from being the Dorine of 'the Apoſtles, or of All 
Churches in Alf "Ages, that weare perfwaded they are 
many of thern diteQy contrary to the Written Word, 
which is by Themſelves confeſſed to be the Apoſtles 
Do&trine, and which the beſt and pureſt Ages of the 
Church adhered to. ' 
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HE Charth$3k" Tho Univirſal Church in Al 
"toes, Pavan hee” Bftabtifh'd- by: God, the 
Guardian of iScriptaves; /androf Tradition, 
= receive _ : thi Carrtitd Books of Scripture. 
t is upon this Authority, that weweceive principally 
the Song af "$13þb os) emice, "and reject he 
Books as Apochryþhal,WRich wemight perhaps with 
as much readineſs otherwiſe receive.” By this Autho- 
rity 
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The Authority of the (harch. 


rity we reverence theſe Books, even before by our own 
reading of. them, we perceive the Spirit of God in 
them > And when by our reading them, we find all 
things conformable to ſo Excellent a Spirit, we are 
et more confirmed in the belief and reverence we 
fore had of them, | 
This Authority therefore we freely allow the 
Church, that by her, hands in the ſucceſſion of the 
ſeveral Ages, we have received the Holy Scriptures. 
And. if as univerſal and uncontroverted a Tradition had 
deſcended for the Interpretation of the Scriptures, as: 
for the receiving of them, we ſhould have been as 
ready to accept of that too. Such a declaration of 
the ſenſe of =my Scripture as had been received by. 
all Churches, and in all Ages, the Ghurch of England 
would never refuſe: But then as we profeſs not to re- 
ceive the Scriptures themſelves oxly, or perhaps princt- 


pally upon the Authority of the Roman Church, which | 
has in all Ages made up but 4 part, and that not al- | 


ways the greateſt neither, of this Tradition ; 10 nei- 
ther can we think it reaſvnable to-receive the ſenſe of 


them only from her, though ſhe profeſs never ſo ! 


much, to invent nothing of- fer {e1t, bur only to de- 
clare the Divine Revelation made to her by the Holy 
Ghoſt, which'fſhe ppoira and been given to her for 
Whilſt we are perſwaded, that nei- 
ther hasany\Promiſeatallbeen madotoany particular 
Charch of ſuch an'infallible dizeFiag ; ane bays ſuch 
good cauſe to beheve-thatthis-party ular hurch too 
often, inſtead of th RivigeRaralering: declares on- 
ly her own Javentions.;,, + e110 15A iis =. 
When-the |difpute aroſe abgut. th Ceremonies of 
the Law, Acts 14, the Apoltles een ar Fora ole 
for the determination of it. When any Doubts & 
riſe 
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The Anthority of the Church. 


riſe in the Church now, we always eſteem it the beſt 
Method to decide them after the ſame manner. That 
the Church has Authority,notonly in Matters of Oy- 
der and Diſcipline, but even of Fajrh too, we never 
deny*d:: But thar therefore any Church ſo affembled, 
can with the ſame Authority ſay now, as the Apoſtles 
did then, © Ir has ſeemed good ro the Holy Ghoſt and to 
« Us : This we think not only an unwarrantable pre- 
fumption,for which there is not any fufficient ground 
in Holy Scripture; bur evidently in it felf untrue, 
ſeeing that many fuch Councils are by the Papiſts 
themſelves confeſſed to have erted. | 

Hence it is that we cannot —_— t reaſonable to 
forbid Men the Examination of the Chrrches Decifions, 
which may err, when the Holy Apoſtles, nay our Savi- 
ogr Chrift himſelf, not only p_ but exhorted 
their Diſciples to ſearch the Truth of rheir Dofrine, 
which was certainly Infallible, Yet if the determinati- 
on be matter of Order or Government, as not to eat of 
things offered to Idols, &c. or of plain and undoubted 
Precepts, as © ro abſtain from Fornication, and the 
like; Here we fail not,after the Example of Paul and 
Silas, to declare to the Faithful what her Deciſion has 
been ; and inſtead of permitting themto judg of what 
has been ſo reſolved, teach them throughout all places 
© zo keep the Ordinantes of the Apoſtles. 

Thus 1s it that we acquieſce in the judgment of the 
Church ; and profeffing in our Creed a Holy Catholick 
Church, we profeſs to believe, not only that therewas 
a Church planted by onr Sayiourat the beginning,that 
has hitherto been preſerved by him, and ever ſhall be 
tothe end of the World ; bur do by confequence un- 
doubtedly believe roo,that this Univerſal Church is fo 
{ecured by the Promifes of Chrift, that there ſhall al- 

ways 


The Authority of the ( hurch. 

ways be retain'd ſo much Truth in it, the wantof 
which would argue that there could be no ſuch 
Church. We' do not fear that ever the Carholick 
Church ſhould fall into this intire Infidelity : But that 
any particular Church, ſuch as that of Rome, may not 
cither by Error loſe, or by other means prevaricate 
the Faith, even in the zevefſary Points of it ; this, we 
— be at all contrary to the Promiſe of 

Almighty, and we wifh we had not too great 
cauſe to fear, that the Church of Rowe has in effe&t 
done both. 

It is not therefore of the Catholick Church, tru- 
ly ſach, that we either fear this i=fideliry, or com- 
plain that ſhe hath endeavoured to render her ſelf 
Miſtreſs of our Faith. But for that particular Com- 
munion, to which Monſieur de Meaux 1s pleaſed to 
give the Name, tho ſhe profeſſes never ſo much to 
ubmit her ſelf to the Holy Scripture, and to follow 
the Tradition of the Fathers in «ll Azes; yet whilſt 
ſhe uſurps the abſolute Interpretation, both of 
Scripture and Fathers, and. forbids us to examine 
whether ſhe does it rightly-or no, we muſt needs 
complain that her Proteſtations are! invalid, whilſt 
her Ations ſpeak the contrary. For that, it this be 
not to render > ſelf Miſtreſs of .-aux Faith, we can- 
not conccive what 1s. ,* ..;-+ 11, 4 31 167 

In a word, tho we ſuppoſe the ,Scriptures are {© 
clearly written, that it can yery hardly, happen, that 
in the neceſſary Articles of Faith. any one Man ſhould 
be found oppoſite to the whole Church in his Opinion 
Yer if fach a one were, evidenthy convinced his 
Belief was founded upon the undoubted Authority 
of God's Holy Word, ſo far would it be from any 
Horror to ſupport it, that it is at this day the go rs 
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The Authority of the Church. 


glory of S. Athanaſius, that he ſtood up alone againft 
the whole World, indefence of Chriſt's Divinity, when 
the Pope, the Councils, the whole Church fell away. 
Conclude we therefore, that God, who has made 
us, and knows what is beſt and moſt proper for us, as 
he has ſubjeed us to the Government and Direftion 
of his Church for our Peaceand Welfare ; {o to ſecure 
our Faith, he has given us his Holy Word, to be the 
laſt reſort, the final, infallible Rule, by which both 
\, we and the Church it ſelf muſt be directed : And 
from this therefore if any one ſhall endeavour to turn 
us aſide, or preach any other Goſpel unto us than 


Gal. 1. 8,5 what we have therein received, tho he were an Apo- 


le from the Grave, or even an Azgel from Heaven, 
let him be Anathema. 


ARTICLE XXV. 


The Opinion of the Church of England, as to the 
Authority of the Church, 


"T7OR the two laſt Articles of Monſieur de Meaux's 

Expoſition, I might very well have paſs'd them 
by. The Church of Ezgland, whoſe Doctrine I pre- 
trend to explain, is but very little concerned in them. 
Therefore only in a word, That we allow the 
Church a juſt Authority in Matters of Faith, both 
the Declaration of our xxth Article, and the Sub- 
ſcription we make to the whole xxxix ſhew : Such 
a difference we allow to her Deciſions, that we make 
them our direCtions what DoQtrine we may, or may 
not 


Of the Authority of the Pope, &c. 


not, publickly maintain and teach in her Communi- 
on: Ineffe&t, we ſhew whatever Submiſſion we can 
to her Authority, without violating that of God, de- 
clared to us in his Holy Scriptures. 

Whatſoever deference we allow to a National 
Charch or Council, the ſame we think in a much 
greater degree due to a General. And whenſoever 
ſuch a one, which we much deſire, ſhall be freely 


and lawfully aſſembled, to determine the Differences / 


of the Catholick Church, none ſhall be more ready 
both to aſſiſt in it, and ſubmit to it, 


ARTICLE XXVI. 
Of the Authority of the Holy See, and of Epiſcopacy. 


['% R the Pope's Authority, tho we ſuppeſe no 
good Conſequence can be drawn fram that 
Primacy we are content to allow St. Peter among the 
Apoſtles, for that exorbitant Power which has of late 
been pretended to : Yet when other Differences ihall 
be agreed, and the true Bounds: ſet to his Pretences, 
we Nall be content to yield him whatſoever © Autho- 
« rity the Ancient Councils of the Primitive Church have 


« acknowledged, and the Hy. Fathers have always, 


«© raught the Faithful to give him. + 
This Monſieur de Meaux ought to be contented 
with ; who himſelf abſolveg us ns yielding tothoſe 
pretences, that have indeed very juftly rendred this 
Authority, not only odious, but intolerable to the 
World. h 
Let thoſe who are Enemies to Epiſcopacy, and who 
deny any due reſpeit to the Chair of St. Peter, anſwer 
h Q- for 


cleſie, C. 6. 


The C loſe. 


for themſelves. The Church of England has both re- 
tain'd the one, and will be ready according to what 
we have before declared, when ever it {hall be requi- 
ſite, to acknowledg the other. 


ARTICLE XXVI. 
The C LOSE. 


g UCH is the Doftrine of the Church of England 
in thoſe points which Monſieur de Meaux has 
thought fit to propoſe, as the principal matters in de- 
bate betwixt us. May it pleaſe the unprejudiced Pa- 
pift to ſay, what he can find in All theſe, to warrant 
that bitter and unchriſtian hatred they have concei- 
ved againſt us. To cut us off,as much as in themlies, 
from the Communion of Chriſt's Church on Earth, 
and to deny us all part of his Promiſes in Heaven. 
We firmly believe the Holy Scriptures,and whatfoe- 
ver they teach or command, we receive and ſubmit to, 
as to the Word of God, We embrace all the ancient 


. | Creeds, and in themall that Faith which the Primitive 


Chriſtians ſuppoſed, and which the Religious Empe- 
rors, by their Advice, decreed ſhould be ſufficient to 


entitle us to the common name of Catholicks. 


| What new Donatiſts, Gentlemen, are you, to pre- 


ſumeto exclude us from this Character? And may we 


not juſtly demand of you, what S. Auguſtize once did 
De anitate Ee of them on theſame occaſion ; © You 7 that Chriſt is 


& Heir of no Lands, but where Donatus is Co-heir. 
© Read this to us out of the Law and the Prophets, out 
« of the Pſalms, out of the Goſpel, out of the Sacred E- 
© piſtles : Readit to 6, and we will believe. 

| We 
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We accept the Tradition of Primitive Antiquity 
truly ſuch, with a Veneration we dare confidently fay | 
greater than your felves. We have ſhew'd, that the : 
very grounds of our difference is, that you require us | 
to believeand praCtifeſuch thingsasthe Holy Scripture 
forbids us, and the Primitive Church never knew. 

You command us to worſhip Images : Is it not evi- Sec Article 4. 
dent, that both the Law and the Goſpel have forbid 
it? and isit not confels'd, that both the Apoſtles and 
their Succeſſors abhorred the very name ? 

You command us to communicate only nxder one Article 21. 
kind : Thar is in our Opinion, nay, it is in yours too, 
to contradict the Inſtitution of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
and the praQtice of the very Roman Church for above 
a thouſand Years, and of all other Chriſtians to this 
very day. 

You command us to proy to Saints and Angels : Does Article 3, 
not St. Pau! forbid it ? Did not the holy Axgel twice = pn 
refuſe it from St. John? And many Centuries paſs ——22. 5. 
withour one probable Inſtance of any that did it ? 

You command us under pain of your Anathema to article 1g. 
believe Tranſubftantiation: Doyou-your ſelves under- 
ſtand what yon mean by it? Is1t any where written? 

Was it ever mention'd for above A thouſand Years ? 

You bid us Adore the Holy Sacrament : Has Chriſt article 15. 
preſcribed it? Have his holy Apoſtles written-it ? 

Did not here alſo above a thouſand Years paſs before 
anyone attempted it ? 
- You require us to believe the bleſſed Euchariſt zo be article 22. 
4 true and real Propitiatory Sacrifice for the Sins and ſa- 
tisfattions both of the Dead and of the Living. Have 
ye any probable proof of it? Are ye yet, or ever 
like to be agreed among your ſelves about it'? Do not 
your own Principles evidently ſhew the contrary ? 

Q 2 Men 
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Men and Brethren : Conſider, we conjure you 
theſe things: And if you pleaſe, conſider us too, 
what we are, and what our Manners and Converſa- 
tion among you has been: Believe us,at leaſt, that we 
have no = 2 End but Truth in theſe Enquiries: No 
other Intereſt but to ſave our Souls, and go the fureſt 
and direQeſt way to Heaven. 

The Proofs we offer, they are not vain ConjeQtures ; 
they are clear, we think, convincing Arguments. 
And tho the deſign of this little Treatiſe has been ra- 
ther to ſhew you what our DoCtrine is, than to give a 
juſt account of thoſe Reaſons that detain us in it : Yet 
perhaps even in this there may be ſomewhat to ſhew, 
that we do not altogether build in the Air; but de- 
ſerve certainly to have our Articles and our Canons, 
both better underſtood, and better anſwer'd, if it 
may be, than they have ever hitherto been. 

For to reſume yet once more ſome few of our dif- 
ferences. 

You think you ought to Invocate the Bleſſed Virgin 
and the Holy Saints. Now not to repeat what we have 
before ſaid of the VUnlawfulneſs of it, This we ſuppoſe 
to be firſt xeedleſs, becauſe we know we have a more 
excellent and powerful Mediator, that has commandd 
us to come to him; and next Uxcertain, bccauſe you 
are not able to tell us how, nay, not to ſecure us that 
by whatever way it be,our Prayers do alwaysand cer- 
tainly come uptothem. If we are miſtaken, at leaſt we 
run no hazard in it: We addreſs our ſelves continual- 
ly tothe Throne of Grace, where we are ſecure that we 
ſhall be both heard and anfwer'd. But now ſhould you 
err,conſider we beſeech you how many Prayers you e- 
very day loſe, and what a diſhonour you put upon your 
divine Mediator. And if you pleaſe, conſider tov how 


unjuſt 
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unjaſt you are to damn us for not joyning with you 
in a prattice, that has ſo great danger, fo little aſſu- 
rance, and not any advantage. 

You ſuppoſe we ought to fall down before your Ima- Article 4. 

es. Not todo this is to be ſure no Sin, youdare not 
fay it is. To do it may be, and youcan never ſecure 
us it 1s not, abominable 7dolatry, odious to God, and 
contrary to that holy Faith into which we have been 
Baptized, 

You damn us for doubting of the number of your ſe- Article ro. 
ven Sacraments. Has God revealed it to you? Have 
the Holy Scriptures defined it? Or even Tradition its 
ſelf delivered it to you. If it be true; Can you yet 
eſcape the charge of raſhneſs and uncharitableneſs, to 
damn whole Churches for ſo needleſs a matter ? ſhould 
it be falſe, how will you eſcape that Anathema your 
ſelves ; you have then ſo falſely as well as uncharita- 
bly denounced againſt us ? 

You require us to believe that Children dying unbap- ariicle 10, 
tized, are excluded the Grace of C _ for ever. To 
what purpoſe this ? For what benefit ? Were it as e- 
vident as it is indeed uncertain, and we are perſwa- 
ded falſe; our modeſty ſafe in deciding nothing ; the 
Errour of ſuch amongus as believe it not is charitable; 
founded upon the ſure Mercies and Goodnels of God, 
who never inflits any Puniſhment where there is no 
fault ; and ina word, has not any the leaſt ill conſe- 
quence upon it. We take asgreat careto baptize our 
Infants, as you can do who moſt believe it. But now, 
if your Opinion ſhould be falſe ; What anſwer will 
you evor'be able to make to God, for peremptorily de- 
fining what was ſo uncertain and uncharitable ? and for 
damning us, only becauſe we dare not venture to cut 
off thoſe from Chriſt for whom he died, and whom 


we hope he will in Mercy receive to him ? 
Laſtly, 
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Laſtly, You deny us the extire Communion ; you 


pronounce an Anathema againſt us, becauſe we will ' 


not confeſs that one part alone is ſufficient. Is it not 
certain that it we err, we have yet both Chriſt's In- 
{titution, and the Practice and Opinion of many Ages 
to abſolve us ? But have you any thing to excule you, 
if you are miſtaken? To take it as we do, you con- 
tcls can have no danger ; are you ſure that to deny it 
as you do, may not be a Sacriledge * 

And what ſhall I fay more? For the time would 
fail me to ſpeak of every one of thoſe other Points 
Monſieur de Meaux mentions, much more to add mza- 
ay others, and of no leſs conſequence, which he has 
thought fit to paſs by. In all which we have at leaft 
this undeniable advantage over you; that beſides the 
cleareſt Arguments that we are in the right, the ha- 
zard we run 1s not very great if we ſhould not be : 
Whereas for you, neither is there any tolerable proof 
of the contrary Errours, and an infinite danger 
ſhould you chance to be miſtaken. 

Theſe things, as both the CharaGter of the Book 
we have now examined, and the Style of many other 
your latter moſt conſiderable Authors, give us cauſc 
to hope, begin to be no longer totally hid from your 
Eyes; ſo ſhall we never ceaſe in all our Prayers to 
make mention of you, that you may be perfettly en- 
lightned to. diſcern, and impartially diſpoſed, to re- 
ceive and embrace the Truth. 

In the mean time, whilſt both you and we mutual- 
ly addreſs our ſelves to the Eternal Truth for his afſi- 

ance; whillt,as we ought, we implore his Mercy,that 
he would give us a right underſtanding in all things ; 
remembring thisthat we are all but Men, and that it is 
not therefore impoſſible for either of us to err : That 
it may be {trength of Paſſion, or prejudice of Educa- 
E tion, 
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tion, or even vehemency of Aﬀe&tion, more than the 
light of Reaſon,has hitherto kept us inatoo fond par- 
tiality for our own Opinions:Letus at kaſt,we beſeech 
you,agree in that mutual Charity which alone can ſe- 
cure us amidſt all our Errors; which will both beſt 
diſpoſe God's Mercy to ſhew us what is right,and will 
beſt incline our Minds to that ſincerity which we all 
pretend to, and I hope all really have to embrace it. 

If we cannot yet agree in all the Points of our Reli- 
g10n,let us conſider,that neither are thedeareſt Friends 
entirely of the ſame opinion in every thing.Let us wait 
God's Pleaſure ; if it be his will to reveal ever this alſo Phil.3.15,16. 
unto us: Nevertheleſs ,whereunto we have already attain'd, 
let us walk by the Jame Rule, let us mind the ſame thing. 

We believe in the ſame God; we rely on the ſame 
Redeemer ; we embrace the {ame Creeds ; we attend 
the ſame hopes of an Everlaſting Salvation: And in all 
theſe, amidſt all our other Difterences,have at leaſt an 
entire agreement in what is moſt neceſſary, and ſhall 
we hope to the honeſt and ſincere among us, be /affi- 
cient for our Eternal Seeurity. | 

Let theſe things engage us to have the ſame love 
t00: to be more Parin in our Azathema's, and more 
zealous in our Prayers for one another; to ſeek and to 
maintain the T'rurh,but to do it ſo as not to violate our , 
Charity. In a word, whether we write, or ſpeak, to 
do both as Mex who in a little timeexpect to bebrought 
before a Divine Tribunal, where we muſt render a fe- 
vere account for all theſe things ; and one word {po- 
ken with this excellent Spirit, to cloſe thoſe Diviſions 
that {o long have ſeparated us, ſhall be preferred to 
ten thouſand Volumes of endlefs and uncharitable 
Controverlies, that ſerve only to widen our Breaches, 
and heighten our Animolities. | 

FINIS. A 


